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Current Topics. 
Shorthand Writers Appointed under the Criminal 
Appeal Act, 1907. 


WE ARE officially informed. that the shorthand writers 
appointed under the Criminal Appeal Act, 1907, during the last 
twelve months for the various criminal courts will continue to act 
until further order. 


The Cause Lists. 


Tue APPEAL list for the Easter Sittings shews no great 
reduction from that at the commencement of the Hilary sittings. 
There were then 205 appeals, and there are now 186. There 
were only 130 a year ago. ‘The Chancery cause lists shew an 
aggregate of 242 causes and matters for hearing, as against 332 at 
the commencement of the last sittings and 326 a year ago. The 
effect of the Criminal Appeal Act is shewn in the King’s Bench 
lists, which stand. at 820 causes, as compared with 841 at the, 
commencement of the last sittings, and 666 a year ago. The 
Probate, &e., lists actually shew an increase in causes over the 400 
at the commencement of the last sittings ; there are 424 now. 


The Late Dr. Whitley Stokes. 

Dr. Wuittey Stokes, whose death at his residence 
in London has just been reported in the newspapers, was 
certainly one of the more distinguished of those who have 
filled the high office of Legal Member of the Supreme Council of 
India. He will be chiefly known as the draftsman of many of 
the Indian Consolidation Acts, of the Codes of Civil and Criminal 
Procedure, 1882, and of the Acts dealing respectively with 
transfer of property, trusts, easements, specific relief and 
limitations. In addition to these labours, he was an eminent 
hilologist, and the author of numerous works relating to the 
anguage and literature of the different Celtic nations. We do not 
remember to have come across any account of the lives of the 
principal British lawyers of India. Any such collection would 
include names of great interest, such as those of Sir WILLIAM 
JonEs, Sir JosepH Mackintoss, Mr. Bosus Smirx, Lord 
MacauLay, and others, The predominance of English barristers 
in the Presidencies has been much affected of late years by the 
influx of native practitioners, but it may be hoped that among the 
successors of those eminent men to whom we have referred there 
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may be some who may be thought worthy to be compared with 
them. 


The Sufficiency of Bail. 

WE READ that a discussion recently took place at the Mansion 
House with regard to the procedure in taking bail for accused 
persons. An alderman had agreed to take two sureties of £100 
each for the appearance on remand of a person charged with 
forgery, subject to notice to the police. One surety was at once 
tendered and accepted, but the other—a lady—as she was not a 
householder, though she was apparently a person of means, was 
rejected. It appears on reference to Hawkins’ Pleas of the Crown 
that it is for the magistrate or judge to act upon his discretion 
as to the sufficiency of bail, and the proposed bail may be ex- 
amined on oath as to his means. We believe that, as a matter of 

ractice, it is not usual to accept as bail persons who are not house- 

olders, and the chief clerk said that the reason apparently was 
that in the case of the estreatment of the sureties the money was 
only recoverable by distraint on goods. But there appears to be 
no statutory provision requiring that sureties should be house- 
holders, and in the present case the proposed surety, having 
stated that she had an account at Barclay’s Bank, and was willing 
to deposit the £100 in court if necessary, her bail was accepted. 
We think that this decision, having regard to modern changes 
in the mode of residence, will be accepted as founded upon good 
sense. 


Mr. Patten’s Speculations in Wheat. 


THE SPECULATIVE purchases of wheat made by Mr. PATTEN, 
of Chicago, which threaten to raise the price of that valuable 
commodity, have caused much indignation in the United States, 
and it is said that a Bill will be introduced in Congress to pro- 
hibit the sale of “futures” in the grain markets. Such legislation 
would be a return to the ancient laws of England. “ Forestalling, 
ingrossing, and regrating” were the offence of buying up large 
quantities of any article of commerce for the purpose of raising 
the price. The forestaller. intercepted goods on their way to 
market and bought them up so as to command what price he 
chose when he got to the market. The ingrosser or regrator— 
for the two words had much the same meaning—was a 
person who, having bought goods wholesale, sold them again 
wholesale. This was regarded as a crime. The statutes against 
forestalling and regrating were found to be ineffectual or mis- 
chievous, and were repealed. The first considerable step 
towards their repeal was made by 12 Geo. 3,¢.71. But the 
common law offence still remained, and in Rex v. Rusby 
(1800, 2 Peake N. P. 189), which was the prosecution of a corn 
merchant for buying a quantity of oats and reselling them to 
another corn merchant at a profit in the course of the same day, 
Lord Kenyon, who presided at the trial, summed up strongly 
in favour of a verdict of guilty, saying: “It has been said that in 
one county—I will not name it—a rich man has placed his 
emissaries to buy up all the butter coming to the market ; if such 
a fact does exist, and the poor of that neighbourhood cannot get 
the necessaries of life, the event of your verdict may be highly 
useful to the public.” But the opinions of political economists 
ultimately prevailed, and an Act, passed in 1844, put an end to 
the common law offences of forestalling and regrating. There are, 
however, some signs that the old agitations in England against 
corn merchants may be revived a century later in the United 
States. 


What are Heirlooms? 


THE POPULAR conception of an heirloom is a chattel of historical, 
or at least great family, interest which passes to the heir. The 
term is associated with things antique, such as escutcheons, coat 
armour, tapestries, and the like. But this conception is not quite 
correct. An heirloom need possess no antiquarian or family 
interest, and, indeed, both etymologically and legally, it seems 
that any article or chattel may be made an heirloom, A “loom” 
originally meant any article or utensil, and in law heirlooms were 
such chattels as went by the special custom of particular places to 
the heir. An heirloom, therefore, was any. chattel that went b 
custom to the heir. But chattels may be limited so as to go with 
the inheritance, and in popular parlance the term is more often 





applied to chattels made heirlooms by settlement than to heirlooms 
by custom, Where chattels are settled as heirlooms there is, of 
course, no difficulty if the articles are clearly specified, but where 
the selection is left to the trustees it is no easy matter to decide 
what are and what are not suitable to be retained as heirlooms, 
In the recent case of Re Smith-Bosanquet’s Trusts (ante, p. 430) the 
testator bequeathed all his furniture and effects and all articles of 
household and personal use and ornament, except such as hig 
trustees should not consider suitable to be retained as heirlooms, 
upon trust to allow the same to be used by the person for the 
time being entitled to the possession of the settled land. The 
trustees had an inventory prepared from which they eliminated 
certain articles, but it still contained many things which the 
tenant for life objected to, such as hip-baths and stewpans. The 
court, however, refused to interfere with the discretion of the 
trustees, and no doubt the court was right, but if the trustees 
were also right in their selection of articles, we are forced to the 
conclusion, contrary to all preconceived notions on the subject, 
that a stewpan is a suitable article to be retained as an heirloom. 


What is a ‘‘Costermonger’”? 


LAWYERS, like lexicographers, are called upon to inquire into 
the precise meaning of words in common use, and the police 
magistrate at Westminster has recently had to deal with the 
familiar term “ costermonger.” A street trader was summoned 
before him for placing stalls with goods on the carriage-way in 
Lupus-street, Pimlico, contrary to section 65 of Michael Angelo 
Taylor’s Act, 1817. This Act was followed by the Metropolitan 
Streets Act, 1867, which prohibited the placing of goods upon 
any part of a street so as to cause obstruction to the passage of 
the public. By a later Act of the same year these provisions 
are not to apply to costermongers, street hawkers, or itinerant 
traders so long as they carry on their business in accordance with 
the regulations of the Commissioner of Police. The question was 
whether the defendant was a “costermonger ” within this excep- 
tion. He was a butcher living in a private house in Lupus-street. 
In this street the barrows of a number of recognized costermongers 
had been allowed to stand in accordance with the regulations of the 
Commissioner of Police. The defendant had no shop of any kind, 
but day by day put up opposite his private residence a couple of 
barrows, end on, which occupied a space of 23 feet frontage, 
with a continuous awning over both of them. Upon this plat 
form he exposed for sale every day, except Sunday and Monday, 
large quantities of meat. As many as fifteen carcases of sheep 
had been at one time exposed for sale. The definition of “ coster- 
monger” in the New Oxford Dictionary is [costard, an apple; 
monger, dealer, trader], “an apple-seller or fruiterer, one who 
sold his fruit in the open street. Now in London one who sells 
fruits, vegetables, fish, «vc., in the street from a barrow.” It was 
strenuously argued that the defendant could not be regarded as 
a costermonger. The term was ordinarily applied to one who 
perambulated the streets, and this view was adopted by the 
magistrate, who thought that “ costermonger ” meant an itinerant 
trader who put down his barrow in the morning and removed it 
in the evening, a description which could not apply to the 
defendant. 


Rights of Preference Shareholders in Winding up, 
WHEN PREFERENCE shareholders have not received their 
dividends prior to a winding up, and the winding up realizes more 
than sufficient, after paying liabilities, to repay the preference 
capital in full, the question arises whether the arrears nap ae 
dividends must be satisfied out of the surplus assets before the 
ordinary shareholders take anything. In Le Crichton’s Oil Co, 
(1902, 2 Ch. 86) it was held that the preference shareholders had 
no claim to arrears of dividend, but the Yuestion depends, 
course, upon the construction of the particular articles, and there 
the pos wrovided that in the event of a winding up the surplus 
assets should be distributed between the holders of preference shares 
and ordinary shares according to the amount paid up thereon. It 
was not unnaturally held that this gave both classes of shareholders 
rights to repayment only in respect of capital, and hence 
preference shareholders were not entitled to any of the 
assets on account of arrears of dividend. No dividends, it sho 
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ooms 
is, of observed, had actually been declared, or they would have been pay- | Police Constables’ ‘‘ Reports.” 
vhere able in the winding up asa liability of thecompany. Intherecent| Ovp arrenTION has been drawn by a correspondent to a 
ecide case of Rte W. J. Hill & Co. (Limited) (1909, 1 Ch. 521) the same practice, said to be widely followed in police courts, of police con- 
oms, question arose, but under different articles. These directed that | stables, when in the witness box, reading long reports instead of 
)) the in a winding up the surplus assets, after paying the liabilities of the giving their evidence in the ordinary way. Whether this practice 
les of company, should be applied first in repaying preference capital ; | is so common as is alleged we have no means of judging ; but we can 
s his secondly, in paying the arrears of preference dividend to the com- | say that in assize courts and other superior courts the reading of 
Doms, mencement of the winding up; and then to the ordinary share- | their notes by police witnesses is usually kept within proper bounds. 
r the holders. The express direction for payment of arrears of dividend | Tf not kept within proper bounds, such reading is certainly liable 
The distinguished the case from Re Crichton’s Oil Co. and _ gave | to grave abuse and may work pote abe injustice to accused persons. 
nated the preference shareholders a right to payment of arrears of divi- | The Jaw on the subject is quite clear and well established. Accord- 
. the dend, although the dividend had not been declared -. The pro- | jing to Sir J. STEPHEN, in his Digest of the Law of Evidence, “A 
The vision for payment up to the commencement of the winding up et» ap may, olan Geaiits examination, refresh his memory by 
f the shewed that the right was not to be dependent upon actual declar- | referring to any writing made by himself at the time of the 
istees ation of a dividend. At the same time the payment was due in PRAY? . concerning ‘wiiek he is questioned, or so soon after- 
0 the respect of dividend as such, and it could only be made out of such | wards that the judge considers it li ely that the transaction was 
bject, part of the surplus assets as consisted of profits. To this part it | at that time fresh in his memory.” Now, no one will deny that 
om. was accordingly limited. in the interests of justice it is highly important for constables to 
Slander by Conduct Without Words or Writing. make notes of important matters coming to their notice while the 
events are quite fresh in their minds In the cases referred to more 
into THE ACTION of Drysdale v. Earl of Rosebery, which has just | particularly by our correspondent the prosecutions were against 
police been dismissed in the Scottish Court of Session, was a courageous | licensed persons for permitting gambling on their premises. In 
1 the attempt to extend the area of the ordinary action for slander. | such cases it is often necessary to put the premises under observa- 
noned The plaintiff, who was formerly factor of the defendant’s estates at | tion for a considerable time, and to carefully note what passes. A 
ay in Dalmeny, alleged that in January last Mr. Gkorcr DALZIEL, a| constable conducting such an observation should, as soon as 
ngelo solicitor, handed him a letter, signed by the defendant, desiring him | possible after an event has occurred, record particulars in his note- 
olitan to give Mr. DALzrEL possession of all books, documents, and | book. Then, when he subsequently has to give evidence, he may 
upon papers and all the contents of the safe in the estate office. Mr. | look at his book for dates, hours, and so forth—particulars which 
ge of DALZIEL stated that the defendant wished to hold an investiga-| few persons can carry unaided in their heads for long. No court, 
isions tion. Inthe same month two of Mr. DaLziev’s clerks came to the | however, should permit notes to be read unless satisfied that they 
erent office, took possession of books and papers, made an inventory, and | were made when the facts were quite fresh in the witness’s 
, with handed a duplicate to the plaintiff. The statements made by Mr. | mind; and unless the witness can swear that, having re- 
n was DALZIEL and the acts done, the plaintiff alleged, represented that |freshed his memory, he remembers the fact apart from the 
excep- he had been unfaithful in the discharge of his duties, had | writing, the court should reject the evidence. In criminal cases 
street. been guilty of fraud anil misconduct, and was unfit to be|nothing is more common than for a police witness to testify 
ngers trusted with the defendant's papers. ‘The defendant in his reply | as to admissions made or words used by an accused person at the 
of the said that he had from time to time to complain of the results of the | time of his arrest. Such words are often of the very 
kind, plaintiff's management of the estates, and as a result of his failure | greatest importance, and many a conviction is founded upon them. 
ple of toremedy matters had given orders for the termination of his | The police are fully alive to this, and usually make a note of the 
ntage, employment. But he added that neither Mr. DALzIgL nor his| words used as soon as possible. If this is done soon, then 
- plat. clerks by word or deed suggested that the plaintiff had been unfaith- | undoubtedly the police witness may look at his notes. But if 
nday, ful and guilty of fraud or misconduct or was unfit to be trusted. | any considerable time has elapsed, his recollection of precise words 
sheep We think that it will inevitably occur to anyone who reads a| must be very carefully tested, and the evidence is often of very 
coster- report of this case that if such an action could be maintained, it | little value. Cross-examination is usually sufficient to supply the 
apple; would be difficult to dismiss an agent or servant without | necessary tests; for, according to Sir J. STEPHEN, “any writing 
e wis running the risk of being involved in litigation. Assuming that | referred to must be produced and shewn to the adverse party if 
o sells a defamatory imputation may be conveyed by acts, without | he requires it; and such party may, if he pleases, cross-examine 
. on word _or writing—as when an efligy of this plaintiff was} the witness thereupon.” It is impossible, however, to control 
ded as exhibited in a room called the “Chamber of Horrors” in an | the discretion of courts. Our judges and professional magistrates 
» who exhibition of wax figures-there will always be two questions : | are, no doubt, fully alive to the danger of allowing witnesses to 
by the first, was the defendant guilty of the acts in question? and, | read notes without proper precaution ; but the ordinary untrained 
nerant secondly, did they convey a slanderous imputation on the plaintiff ?| justices are, according to the complaint of our correspondent, 
aa The judgment of Lord Sauveskn, dismissing the action, will | often too ready to allow police witnesses to read anything they 
to the command general approval ‘I do not doubt,” he said, “that an | like. The only remedy we can suggest’in the circumstances is 
action for slander may be brought although no defamatory words, | for the defending advocate to demand to see every scrap of paper 
spoken or written, are founde] upon. Thus a picture may convey | looked at by the witness, and then to closely cross-examine him. 
g up. a slanderous imputation as plainly as a paragraph iu a news- | If a witness cannot give evidence without looking at his notes, he 
their paper, and instances may readily be figured where a slander | should not be heard at all. Not long ago, ina metropolitan police 
15 more may be conveyed by signs or gestures only.” The learned | court, a magistrate refused to hear constables who admitted that 
ference judge then refers to the acts complained of, ‘The safe and its | unless they read their note-books they had no evidence to give. 
ference contents, as well as the books and papers which were taken | This was, in our opinion, the proper course to take, 
sre the possession of or examined, were the exclusive property of the 
Ail Co. defendant, and he had an absolute right at any time to have | The Report of the Comptroller-General of Patents. 
ers had them ‘Temoved for any purpose that he chose, including an} THe ANNUAL Report of the Comptroller-General of Patents, 
nds, of investigation into the correctness of the plaintiff's accounts. No | Designs, and Trade-Marks for the year 1908, which has recently 
| there doubt people who heard of what had been done, or who saw that | been issued, is an interesting one. From it we gather that 
surplus 4n investigation was being made into the books and accounts of | during the year there were fifteen applications for the revocation of 
» shares the plaintiff, might be disposed to draw unfavourable inferences as | patents as being worked exclusively or mainly outside the United 
on. It to the reason for such an investigation . . . Such an inference | Kingdom ; that of these two were abandoned, on two the patent 
holders Would have been entirely unwarranted and was nct one for which | was revoked, and the other eleven are pending. We also gather 
nce the the defendant could be responsible.” A grievance like that of the | that only one petition was filed for a compulsory licence, and it 
surplus laintift is generally cxamined in the English courts in an action | was subsequently withdrawn by agreement, Lastly, we gather 
ould be or wrongful dismissal, and we have found no case precisely similar | that there were during the year 202 “ special applications ” for 
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an order under section 9 (5) of the Act, that the mark is to 
“be deemed a distinctive mark.” Of these 118 got through the 
reliminary stage and were reported to the Board of Trade. The 
made the required order in 27 cases and refused it in one. 
In 22 cases the applications were withdrawn by the applicants, 
and in 29 cases the applications fell through owing to the failure 
of the applicants to state a case. The residue are presumably 
pending, but it is not so stated in the report. 


The Police as Public Prosecutors. 

FoREIGNERS who read an account of what recently occurred at 
the hearing, at the Mansion House, of charges of arson and 
larceny in premises in Fleet-street, must have some difficulty in 
appreciating the manner in which prosecutions are managed in 
this country. The prosecution was conducted by a chief inspector 
of police, who at the close of the case asked the alderman to certify 
for legal aid at the Old Bailey. The alderman declined, saying 
that the case had been so admirably conducted by the applicant 
that he did not think there was the slightest need of professional 
assistance. Germans or Frenchmen, who are accustomed to 
official prosecutors, would be surprised to hear that, although the 
duty of conducting a prosecution is undertaken by the police, there 
ig no person who has any legal power for the collection of 
evidence or for its production before the magistrate. This 
system, or rather absence of system, has worked very much 
better than might have been expected, but there is little doubt 
that it will before long be reformed. 


Evidence of Qualification for the Rank of 
King’s Counsel. 

IN A correspondence in the Guardian, with regard to a sugges- 
tion that a special diploma should be granted to all clergymen of 
a certain seniority and qualification, one of the writers makes 
the following quaint statement: “I think it is reasonable 
to expect that the clergyman should give some evidence 
of increased knowledge of theology as well as the practical 
“ar his work at theend of seven years. This is required of 

isters before they are admitted to the higher rank of their pro- 
fession.” He adds : “It would be interesting if some of your legal 
readers would tell us what are the requirements of the Lord 
Chancellor for granting ‘silk’ to a member of the junior bar. 
There is, I believe, no formal examination, but there must be some 
sort of test.” The correspondent is certainly warranted in believ- 
ing that there is no formal examination for the rank of King’s 
Counsel, but it would be difficult for the most experienced member 
of the profession to give anything like an accurate description of 
the usual test of the sufficiency of the claims of those who aspire 
to the honour of a silk gown. It is peculiarly a matter which 
depends on the length of the Chancellor’s foot. 


Old Serjeants’ Inn. 

IT Is announced that the trustees of the late Mr. Serjeant Cox 
are about to offer for sale as a freehold building site Old Serjeants’ 
Inn, Chancery-lane, embracing an area of about 16,600 sq. ft. 
Serjeants’ Inn appears to have been the hostel of judges and 
serjeants of the coif for more than four centuries—having been let 
to certain brothers of the order in 1416, its older name Faringdon 
Inn having been abandoned.. The judges and serjeants held it 
by lease renewed from time to time till 1666, when it was 
destroyed by the Great Fire and entirely rebuilt at the cost of the 
Serjeants. The new buildings were retained until the dissolution 
of the Society of Judges and Serjeants-at-Law in 1876, and were 
sold by auction on the 23rd of February, 1877, for £57,100. The 
portraits from the hall were presented by the Society to the 
National Portrait Gallery. Mr. Serjeant Suez, well known in the 
earlier part of the reign of Queen Victoria, occupied chambers in 
Serjeants’ Inn until he was raised to the bench in 1864. 








The death is announced of Mr. Dennis B. Sullivan, K.C., of the 
Irish Bar. He was brother of the late Mr. A. M. Sullivan, M.P., and 
was, says the 7'imes, for many years one of the leaders of the Irish 
Bar and was engaged in some remarkable Irish lawsuits. He was 
called to the Bar in 1873. Early in life he was editor for a time of 
the Weekly News, and he collaborated with his brothers, Messrs. 
A. M. and T. D. Sullivan, in editing Speeches from the Dock, a 
ublication which introduced a namber of speeches delivered by the 
Jnited Ireland and other revolutionary leaders. 








The Lessons of the County Court 
Report. 


WE dealt last week in some detail with the Report on County 
Court Procedure ; perhaps in too great detail to present clearly 
its salient features, and it may be useful to recur to the subject 
in order to realize what are the changes to which the report 
really points. 

The conclusions of fact at which the committee arrived were, 
that the county courts, notwithstanding the increase in the work 
imposed upon them—both as regards extent and subjects of juris. 
diction—and notwithstanding the pressure due to that increase, 
were performing their functions satisfactorily, while the provincial 
work of the High Court was unsatisfactory both as regards the 
amount of business to be done and the arrangements for doing 
the business. As these conclusions of fact are of vital importance 
with regard to the effect of the report, we may refer briefly to 
the passages in the report in which they are to be found. The 
increase in the amount and importance of county court work is 
matter of common knowledge. Not to speak of the numerous 
miscellaneous statutes under which jurisdiction arises, of which a 
list is given at pp. 4-7, there is the increase of the limit from £50 
to £100 by the County Courts Act, 1903, and the responsible 
work in bankruptcy and winding up and under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act. The extent and difficulty of the latter may 
be gauged by the number of appeals which come before the Court 
of Appeal. The statistics shew, indeed, that the vast mass of the 
work is still small debt collecting. The plaints for sums not 
exceeding £20 were in 1907 1,256,415. The other actions were 
16,065. But of these latter actions there were 2,409 for sums above 
£50 and not exceeding £100, and 573, heard by agreement, in 
which the claim exceeded £100. The number of the small 
claims is overwhelming compared with those for substantial 
sums, gbut then it must be remembered that the greater 
number of the small claims ‘involve only administrative 
work, and either do not or need not impose any burden on the 
judge. With regard to the amount of work, the report says; 
“Tt is not surprising to find that with the increase in the ordinary 
work and the numerous duties cast upon the county court judges 
in many courts, the amount of work to be done has reached 
point at which the strength of the courts is heavily taxed to cope 
with it, and the information which the Committee has been able 
to obtain shews clearly that attempts to try cases of any length 
have frequently resulted in serious inconvenience and waste of 
money” (p. 10). From these last words a conclusion adverse to 
the working of the county courts would seem to follow. But, in 
the opinion of the Committee, this is not so, or not substantially 
so. After recapitulating, at p. 15, the work of the courts, they 
say: “The work done by them has, speaking generally, been 
done satisfactorily. (though there are several points, rather of 
practice and procedure than of jurisdiction, in which improve 
ments may be made).” Recommendations for these improve 
ments are made later in the report. The gist of the report, on 
the question of fact, is that the work of the county courts has 
increased in importance, that the courts are overtaxed, but that 
nevertheless they are performing their functions satisfactorily. 
The main drawback is that the occurrence of long trials dislocates 
work and causes inconvenience and expense. 

As regards the provincial work of the High Court, the report 
finds that there has been in the last twenty-five years a great 
diminution in the business, and this is supported by the figures 
given for the last five oe periods. From 1882 to 1886 
the annual average of cases disposed of on circuit was 1,179. 
This figure has declined until from 1902 to 1906 the average was 
763. For 1906 it was 620, and for 1907 only 580. In the same 
time the figures in London have varied from period to period, but 
not so as to shew a marked downward tendency: From 1882 # 
1886 it was 1,250; it was highest from 1897 to 1901—namely, 
1,778 ; from 1902 to 1906 it was.1,417 ; and for 1907 it was 1,314, 
It is clear that the provincial business of the High Court is in 4 
bad way, and the Committee consider (p. 12) “ that the great 
diminution of business on circuit is mainly, if not entirely, due 
a prevailing dissatisfaction with the present system, the arrang® 
ments for which do not meet the needs of the day.” 
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These, then, are the circumstances with which the Committee 
had to deal : the county courts with increasing work, overtaxed 
put doing their work satisfactorily ; the High Court endeavouring 
to carry on its provincial work under an antiquated system and 
finding its business rapidly diminishing. What was to be recom- 
mended? The Committee had prominently before them the 
recommendation of the majority of the Judicature Commissioners 
in 1872, that the county courts should be annexed to, and form 
constituent parts or branches of, the High Court of Justice. The 
course which events have taken would seem to indicate that this 
recommendation was well grounded, and the county courts have 
in fact encroached very largely on the provincial business of the 
High Court. But they remain a separate system, and the present 
Committee decline to admit that any change in this respect is 
desirable. In their opinion the proper course is to give the High 
Court another chance, and to increase the number of judges and 
remodel the circuit system. ‘‘The main basis of this report is 
that the High Court judges should be in sufficient strength to deal 
adequately with all the work which ought to be done by them, 
whether in London or on circuit, even though the proposals which 
we make should result in some of the judges devoting their 
whole time to circuit work, and that the same facilities should be 
afforded to the country as to London for the trial of cases by the 
High Court judges” (p. 19). It is recognized that previous 
attempts to improve the circuit system have come to nothing, but 
we gather that the Committee are of opinion that a further effort 
may be crowned with success. The provincial business should be so 
arranged that there shall at all reasonable times be High Court 
judges available to dispose of business which properly belongs to 
the High Court. This, it is expected, will prevent any further 
demands for the increase in the jurisdiction, or the elevation in 
the status, of the county courts. 

What is very obvious in the report is that it is conceived 
primarily in the interests of the High Court and not of the 
county court, though in making this remark we do not wish 
to imply that the Committee were actuated by motives other than 
that of keeping the administration of justice at its present high 
level. There is much to be said for maintaining the dignity of 
the High Court and the standing of its judges. A consideration 
which seems to have weighed strongly with the Committee was 
that an alteration in the status of county court judges, while 
beneficial to them, might be detrimental to the High Court bench. 
At the same time, provided the necessary arrangements are made for 
carrying on the High Cowrt business properly, the Committee do not 
wish to place an impassable line between High Court and county 
court business. Subject to this proviso, they wish to facilitate the 
hearing of cases by consent in the county court. In other words, 
when once the High Court has been granted proper facilities for 
competing with the county courts for the favour of suitors, it is 
to be left to the suitors to settle which shall be preferred. The 
reason for this proviso is obvious and is stated in the report. 
Unless the facilities for trying cases in the High Court are 
greatly improved, the improved machinery for hearing cases by 
consent in the county court would be “ likely to transfer to inferior 
courts a substantial number of cases which, for reasons appearing 
in other parts of this report, we think should be taken in the 
ms Court” (p. 18). 

ut consider the reasoning involved in this. If the High Court 
arrangements are improved, then it is to be made as easy as 
possible for suitors to transfer their cases to the county court ; but 
—say the Committee—we anticipate that they will not want to 
do so. If, on the other hand, the High Court arrangements are 
not improved—why, of course, the facilities for transfer are wanted 
all the more, so that suitors may be able to leave an unsatisfactory 
tribunal for a satisfactory one. This seems clear enough, but the 
Committee go off on quite a different tack. Under such circum- 
stances they say, in effect, suitors would doubtless prefer the count 
court, but, as far as we can, we will compel them to stick to the High 
Court. If that court cannot have willing suitors, it shall at least 
have unwilling ones. This seems to be a fair statement of the 
reasoning which make the increased facilities for transfer dependent 
on the High Court setting its provincial house in order. It may 
be noticed that two of the Committee—Judge TinDAL ATKINSON 
and Mr, Etterr—disclaim this reasoning, and would give the 


pent facilities for transfer whatever may happen to the High 
urt. 

The report, with its obvious bias in favour of the High Court, 
and at the same time its desire not to set back the county courts, 
but rather to give them full facilities for competing with the High 
Court, leaves it a little difficult to say what changes are practic- 
able. The suggestion that there shall be certain High Court 
judges who shall give their whole time to circuit work would seem 
to point at transferring to the High Court some of the more 
important work of the county courts and leaving them to their 
(so-called) proper work of debt collecting. But the report gives 
no hint of such a change. The county courts are to remain with 
their present miscellaneous work, small and great, and are to have 
increased facilities for attracting the bigger work. At the same 
time the High Court is to be put in a position to retain the more 
important work even against the increased attractions of the county 
court. The only difference is between the High Court judge and 
the county court judge—a difference which is perhaps unduly 
exaggerated—-and between the advocates practising before them 
respectively—a matter which the report shews is already in course 
of adjustment by the rise of local bars. Professional opinion 
appears to be opposed to the amalgamation of the 
county courts with the High Court, and perhaps no such step 
can at present be attempted with success. But, however great 
may be the desire of the committee and of the profession 
generally—and, we may add, of the common law bar in particular 
—to maintain the separate existence of the High Court, we 
doubt whether the logic of facts will not, before many years are 
over, prove too strong. On the lines of the report the High 
Court arrangements for business may be improved, but, at the 
same time, the county courts will increase in importance, and it 
will soon be impracticable to have in the provinces two sets of 
courts trying actions of similar character, while, at the same time, 
the courts which are nominally inferior have to deal with special 
work of a responsible character. In other words, the county court 
is steadily approaching the High Court, and it is a plausible 
opinion that amalgamation is only a matter of time. Those who 
wish to stop this should give the county courts a definite set-back 
before it is too late, but this is not proposed. To amalgamate 
the two now would require considerable constructive sagacity and 
care, and would avoid further rivalry, but this, we imagine, will 
not be attempted. To adopt the recommendations of the report 
will produce improvements, both in the High Court and the 
county court, and a few years’ experience wiil shew whether the 
separation can be maintained. 








Joint and Several Covenants. 


Tue courts have been for so long a time dealing with joint and 
several covenants that it would seem difficult for any new point 
on them to arise, but the form of bond which had been used in 
Read v. Price (1909, 1 K. B. 577), upon which we commented 
recently in another connection (ante, p. 414) gave rise to an 
interesting decision. It is, of course, familiar that in speaking 
of covenants being joint, or several, or joint and several, we have 
to distinguish between their operation as regards the covenantors 
and the covenantees. The burden of the covenant may affect the 
covenantors in any of the above forms; it may be joint, so that 
any covenantor can object to being sued without the others being 
made co-defendants, and so that on the death of a covenantor 
his liability ceases ; or it may be several, and then it operates, as 
was said in Matthewson’s case (5 Rep. 22 6), as though separate 
deeds were written on the same piece of parchment; or it may 
be, and usually is, at once joint and several, and then the 
covenantee can sue on it in either form; so that, in the case of 
the death of one of the covenantors he has his election whether 
to sue the survivor or the exeeutor: May v. Woodward (Freem. 
248). But with the benefit of the covenant it is different. This 
may go to the covenantees jointly, or it may go to them 
severally ; but it cannot go to them at once jointly and severally, 
so as to put it at the election of the covenantees whether to sue 
together or separately. In Slingsby’s case (5 Rep. 18 4), which 





is the foundation of the law on this subject, it was said, “a man 
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cannot bind himself to three and to each of them, to make it 
joint or several at the election of several persons for one and the 
same cause; for the Court would be in doubt for which of them 
to give judgment, which the law would not suffer.’’ 

As to the words which will make the burden or benefit of the 
covenant joint or several, there have been numerous decisions, 
but the common use of the express words “ joint ’’ and “ several ”’ 
makes it in general unnecessary to refer to them. Where two 
persons bind themselves, without more, that they, or one of 
them, will do something, the obligation is joint: White v. Tyn- 
dall (13 App. Cas. 263); where the covenant purports to bind 
each of them, it is several: Collins v. Prosser (1 B. & C. 682); 
where it purports to bind the covenantors and each of them, it is 
joint and several: Robinson v. Walker (1 Salk. 393); Enys v. 
Donnithorne (2 Burr. 1190). In cases of doubt there has always 
been a tendency to settle the meaning of the words by reference 
to the interest of the covenantors in the subject matter of the 
covenant; so as to make the covenant joint where the interest 
is joint, and several where the interest is several. But this has 
never been carried so far as in construing the words which give 
the benefit of the covenant. It is simply a matter to be taken, 
with other relevant circumstances, into consideration. “ Where,’’ 
said Lord Herscuett in White v. Tyndall (supra), “ the terms 
are ambiguous and may import either a joint or a several obliga- 
tion, you may, no doubt, look at the other parts of the deed, 
the interests of the covenantors, and, indeed, any other circum- 
stances appearing on the face of the instrument which will aid in 
the determination of the intention of the parties.”’ 

As regards the benefit of the covenant the interests of the 
covenantees are much more powerful in determining whether it 
is joint or several; so much so that, for over 200 years, it was 
the received opinion that the nature of the interests determined 
the effect of the covenant even against its express words; and 
where the interests of the covenantees in the subject matter of the 
covenant were joint, any words in the covenant which purported 
to make it several as regards the covenantees were rejected as 
repugnant: Slingsby’s case (supra). Hence it was regarded as 
a rule of law that, where the interests were joint the benefit of 
the covenant was joint, where several the benefit was several, 
whatever might be the words. But Preston, knowing that the 
words must be taken as the expression of the intention of the 
parties, saw that this must be wrong, and in his edition of 
Sheppard’s Touchstone (p. 166) he suggested that the rule was 


» no more than a rule of construction to be applied only where 


the words of the covenant were doubtful. The suggestion once 
made on such authority was likely to be accepted, and this was 
done in Sorshie vy. Park (12 M. & W. 146). “The rule,’’ said 
Parke, B., “ that covenants are to be construed according to the 
interest of the parties, is a rule of construction merely, and it 
cannot be supposed that such a rule was ever laid down as could 
prevent parties, whatever words they might use, from covenant- 
ing in a different manner.’’ This observation was presumably 
intended to conceal the fact that the old rule was being altered, 
and since then there has been no hard and fast rule that the 
interests of the covenantees determine the nature of the 
covenant. 

It would be a mistake, however, to suppose that the nature of 
the interests is not of great importance in ascertaining the nature 
of the benefit of the covenant; or that it is relevant only when 
there is real doubt as to the meaning of the words used. The 
interests do not, indeed, prevail in the face of express words. 
Where the covenant is with covenantees “jointly ’’ it is not 
several because their interests are several. But while the 
interests may not contradict the words, yet their influence is not 
confined to cases where the words are doubtful. They can control 
the words, and make words which would. prima facie, import a 
joint benefit confer a several benefit, and vice versd. Lord 
Herscueut in White v. Tyndall (supra) expressed this result 
of the cases, when he said: “It has no doubt been held that 
where the interests of covenantees are several, a covenant which 
in form is joint may be moulded according to those several 
interests.”” The word “moulded ”’ seems to express exactly 
what is the influence of the nature of the interests. It does not 
contradict the words of the covenant, nor does it merely construe 








words which are ambiguous; but where the interests are joint, 
and the words are capable of being read as joint, they will be so 
read; and similarly where the interests are several: see Keight- 
ley v. Watson (3 Ex. p. 722). 

In Read v. Price (supra) the obligors of a bond bound them- 
selves to pay a debt in these words :—“ For which payment to 
be well and truly made we bind ourselves and each of us and the 
heirs, executors, and administrators of us and each of us and 
of every of them jointly and severally by these presents.”’ Here 
there were words—“ ourselves and each of us ’’—which in them- 
selves would make the burden of the covenant joint and several, 
and in addition the express words “ jointly and severally ’’ were 
inserted ; so that there could be no doubt as to the covenant being 
joint and several as regards the original obligors. But the 
covenant purported to extend the same joint and several liability 
to the executors of a deceased obligor, and CHANNELL, J., held 
that it had attempted the impossible. “How can a man make 
his executor liable jointly with another? How can a person 
without his consent be made liable jointly with others for the 
payment of future sums?’’ The answer is that he cannot. 
When the original covenantor dies there is an end of the joint 
liability, and no words can inflict on the executor any liability 
other than that under the several covenant. 








Reviews. 


Stephen’s Commentaries. 


Mr. SERJEANT STEPHEN’s NEW COMMENTARIES ON THE LAWS OF 
ENGLAND. By His Honour Judge StepHen. Firreentu Eprrtoy, 
Under the General Editorship of Epwarp Jenks, Esy., M.A, 
B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

The first edition of Stephen’s Commentaries was completed in 
1845, seventy-nine years after the appearance of Blackstone’s first 
edition (1766). The title-page of Stephen—and this has been con- 
tinued down to the present edition—had on it the words “ partly 
founded on Blackstone,” the reason being explained by the author in 
his preface. The “new Commentaries” were, in fact, merely a new 
edition of Blackstone, rendered necessary “ by alterations in the law 
itself of modern date.” This is, of course, recognized by the 
present general editor, and it is stated in a prominent place in vol.1, 
that the portions of the text included in square brackets are taken 
substantially from Blackstone. Now we think that, after a lapse of 
sixty-three years, the time has come when the example of the author 
of Stephen’s Commentaries should be followed, and improved upon, 
by ceasing to publish successive editions eo nomene, by removing the 
brackets now in use, by treating all merely historical matter plainly 
as historical, and by starting the whole book on a new career asa 
really modern statement of the law as it is. We think Mr. Jenks, in 
endeavouring “ to preserve the character of the original work as that 
work came from the pen of its author,” whilst also striving “to 
make the work read as though it had been written but yesterday,” is 
attempting an impossible task. As a modern statement of modern 
law the present edition, excellent as it is, might be enormously 
improved if relieved of much that is of historical interest only. 
As an account of the stages by which the law has reached its present 
shape, excellent also as tbis is, the book has suffered much by the 
compression and excision necessary in order to cover the required 
ground in a given number of pages. 

As an illustration of the retention of matter which is retained 
solely because it stands in the original text of Blackstone 
and Stephen, take the recurrent and lengthy references to 
“feudalism,” “ feudal investiture,” “ feudal tenure,” &c. It 
would be a real boon to lawyers and laymen alike if some writer of 
authority would again cover precisely the ground covered by Black- 
stone in such a way as to make quite clear what in Blackstone’s first 
edition is valuable and what is worthless. Certainly it is time that 
readers beyond the circle of the legal profession should know that 
Blackstone’s theories about “ feudal investituye” accounting for 
seisin are not now accepted as they once were. On the other hand, 
much historical matter that will never cease to be interesting in its 
own way, and which is now embalmed in the pagesyof the carly edi- 
tions of Stephen, has had to be cast away in the present edition. 
There is the well-known quotation from Spelman, given in a foot 
note on p. 172 of vol. 1 of the seventh edition, where the antiquary 
“marvels” that Coke did not trouble himself with feudal law. Then 
there is the note at p. 341 on per my et per tout. For neither of these 
is room found in the later edition (see pp. 103, 227); yet in both cases 
the omitted footnotes do a good deal to elucidate the actual text of 
Stephen in his earlier editions. 
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With the og! in which the present edition is brought up 
to date we have little fault to find, especially when the Timiter 
tions under which the work is done are taken into account. 
Most relevant statutes and cases seem to be referred to. The 
case of Merttens v. Hill (1901, 1 Ch. 842) has apparently 
escaped notice ; it was there held that the tenant in ancient neha 
has the freehold in himself, thus differing from the copyhold tenant 
see at p. 138 of vol. 1). On p. 250 of the same volume it is implied 
that the liability of trust estates to forfeiture and escheat was /jirst 
abrogated by the Trustee Act, 1850 ; in fact, this alteration in the law 
was made by the Act of 1833 (4 & 5 Will. 4, c. 23). As examples 
of the way in which the book is brought up to date, apart from mere 
citation of cases and statutes, we may refer to p. 444 of vol. 1, and 
the excellent remarks there on the arrest in 1865 of the fatal 

licy of inclosure. In vol. 3 the single chapter on Equity, occupying 
in the seventh edition twenty pages, is expanded into five chapters of 
ninety-four pages. We feel confident that this book will be even more 
yseful than itis now if the next revision is not called the sixteenth 
edition of Mr. Serjeant Stephen’s New Commentaries. 





The Law of Carriers. 


Tue Law oF CARRIERS OF MERCHANDISE AND PASSENGERS BY 
Lanp. By Watter Henry Macnamara, Barrister-at-Law, a 
Master of the Supreme Court. Srconp Eprrion. By the AuTHoR 
and W. A. Ropertson, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The law of carriage by land includes several different subjects 
partly depending on the common law and partly on statute. The 
present work treats in Part I. of the common law liabilities of carriers 
of goods by Jand as modified by the Carriers Act, 1830, and then in 
successive parts it deals with carriage by railway of goods, of animals, 
of passengers’ luggage, and of passengers, and with the carriage of 
passengers by road. The book is thrown into the form of a series 
of propositions, and these are supported by references to the leading 
authorities, and further explaine by notes and statements of illus- 
trative cases. Statutory provisions, where available, are quoted as 
propositions. The book thus serves as a digest of the law, and both 
the statutes and the authorities have been usefully collected and 
arranged. It may be a question whether the ordinary law of 
contract should have been held applicable to therelation between a 
passenger taking a ticket and a railway company, for a passenger 
usually knows nothing about the conditions on which the ticket is 
issued, and, if he does, neither is the booking clerk in a position to 
discuss them, nor would the queue of persons behind allow of this 
being done. But, nevertheless, the law of contract governs the 
matter, and it has been the ground of the numerous decisions which 
are stated or referred to in articles 347 to 351. In Part I. there are 
useful sections on the remedies of a carrier, including his lien on 
goods (arts. 118-127) ; and on the right of a vendor to stop goods in 
transitw (arts. 136-145), the latter being founded mainly on the 
Sale of Goods Act, 1893. Attention may also be directed to the 
articles (231-240) stating the provisions of the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1894, and the cases in which the grounds upon which an 
increase of rates under that Act can be justified. The book forms a 
very full guide to all matters affecting the law of land carriage. 


Books of the Week. 


Stone’s Justices’ Manual : being the Yearly Justices’ Practice for 
1909 with Table of Statutes, Table of Cases, p Bans of Forms and 
Table of Punishments. Forty-first Edition. Edited by J. R. 
Roserts, Esq., Solicitor. Shaw & Sons ; Butterworth & Co. 


The Parliamentary and Local Government Registration Manual : 
being a Practical Guide to the Registration of Voters and the 
Courts of the Revising Barristers, with an Appendix of all the 
Statutes relating thereto from the Reform Act, 1832, together with 
the Registration Order, 1907. By Murr Mackenzig, B.A., Barrister- 
at-Law, and 8. G. Lusurneton, M.A., B.C.L. Third Edition. By 
8. G. Lusnineton, M.A., B.C.L., and C. G. E. Fiercuer, Barristers- 
at-Law. Shaw & Sons ; Butterworth & Co. 


A Digest of the Law relating to Private Trusts and Trustees. By 
ng Gray Hart, LL.D. The “Law Notes” Publishing 
ces, 
The Law relating to Custom and the Usages of Trade. By 
Rozert Witt1am Asker, LL.D. (Lond.). Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law Concerning Secondary and Preparatory Schools. By 
Auck H. H, Mactean, Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons 
(Limited.) 

The English Reports, Vol. XCIII.: King’s Bench Division XXIL., 
containing Sessions Cases, Gilbert’s Cases in Law and Equity, 
Strange 1 and 2. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 





The Law and Practice relating to the Duties on the Local Tax- 
ation Licences transferred to County Councils in England and Wales 
as from the 1st January, 1909, under the Provisions of Section 6 of 
the Finance Act, 1908, and an Order in Council issued thereunder. 
Together with the Circular of the Local Government Board, the 
Regulations of the General Post Office, &c. By Sir Naruanren J. 
HicumMorg, Barrister-at-Law. Second Edition. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The ee Acts : the Important Changes made by the Acts 
of 1900 and 1907 (now consolidated in the Act of 1908) Clearly 
Stated for the Use of Business Men, shewing the Effect for Promoters, 
Directors, Secretaries, Vendors, Solicitors, Auditors, Shareholders, 
Secured and Unsecured Creditors, &c., Separately. Second Edition. 
Shewing also where the Corresponding Sections of the Acts of 1900 
and 1907 are to be found in the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908, with the Full Text of the Acts of 1900 and 1907, and a Print of 
the Previous Sections incorporated with them. By James W. Rem, 
Solicitor, London. Effingham Wilson. 


Butterworths’ Quarterly Digest of Reported Cases from January 
1st to —_ 1st, 1909 : being the first Quarterly Supplement of Butter- 
worths’ Eleven Years’ Digest, and containing the Cases Decided in the 
Supreme and other Courts. Edited by Harry Ciover, Barrister-at- 
Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. Edited for the 
Society by Sir Jonn Macponett, C.B., LL.D., ‘and Epwarp 
Manson, Esq. New Series. Vol. [X., Part IJ. John Murray. 


The Law Quarterly Review, April. 1909. Edited by Sir 
FrepericKk Pottock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

American Law Review. March-April, 1909. Editor, Cuarues E. 
GRINNELL. Reeves & Turner. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


BLACKPOOL AND FLEETWOOD TRAMROAD CO. v. THORNTON URBAN 
DISTRICT COUNCIL. 8th and 9th March; Ist April. 


RatTING—GENERAL District Rate—‘‘ Ramway’’—‘‘Tramroap Con- 
STRUCTED UNDER Spectan Acts anp ConnectinG Street TRAMWAYS— 
PartiaL Exemprion From Rates—Pustic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 211 (1) (6)—Biackpoon anp FLeeTwoop TRAMROAD 
Acts, 1896 anp 1898 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. cxtvm. ; 61 & 62 Vicr. c. cL.). 


A tramroad was constructed under the powers of a special Act, which 
incorporated certain provisions of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, and 
of the Tramways Act, 1870, the provisions of the former Act to apply 
only to the tramroad, and for the purposes thereof ‘‘ the tramroad shall 
be deemed to be a railway,’’ and the provisions of the latter Act to apply 
only to the tramway. The tramroad was constructed to connect two 
tramway lines at each end of the tramroad, and in appearance was like a 
railway. It was laid down on land belonging to the tramroad company 
and was fenced off from adjoining lands, except where it crossed roads 
on the level, and the tramroad and tramways were worked as one under- 
taking. The company claimed to be rated at the lower rate in respect of 
their tramroad, on the ground that it was a “ railway 
211, Sub-section 1 (6) of the Public Health Act, 1815. The Court of 
Appeal decided in favour of the company. 

Held, affirming the decision of the Court of ve pra (1907, 1 K. B. 
568), that the tramroad was a “ railway constructed under the powers of 
an Act of Parliament for public conveyance’ within the meaning of 
Section 211 (1) (6) of the Public Health Act, 1875, and was, therefore, 
entitled to the partial éxemption from general district rates conferred 
on such railways by that sub-section. 


* Appeal by the Thornton Urban District Council from an order of the 
Court of Appeal (Sir Gorell Barnes, P., Farwell and Buckley, L.JJ.), 
which reversed an order of the Divisional Court affirming an order of 
quarter sessions for the County of Lancaster. 

Tue Hovse having considered, 

Lord MAcNaGuTen read the following judgment :—I think this case 
may be disposed of in a very few words. The only question is whether 
the land in the urban district of Thornton, in respect of which the 
Blackpool and Fleetwood Tramroad Co. are rateable, is to be rated on 
the higher or on the lower scale. Under section 211 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, the company are entitled to the benefit of the lower scale if 
the land in question is “‘ used only ’’ “‘as a railway constructed under 
the powers of’ an ‘‘ Act of Parliament for public conveyance.”” Now, 
it cannot be denied that the rails on which the tramcars run, with the 
embankment of foundation on which they rest, and everything that 
supports them, do form a road or way, and that that road or way_was 
constructed under Parliamentary powers for public conveyance. Is it 
‘a railway’? There is nothing in the Public Health Act, 1875, or in 
the earlier Acts, in which the same provision is found, to confine the 
word railway as used in those Acts to a particular kind of railway, or 











to limit the generality of the expression in any way. The cases in 





”* within Section * 





446 THE SOLICITORS’ jOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


April 24, 190, 








Court of Queen’s Bench which were cited during the argument shew, I 
think, that the question is, what is the thing according to common 
understanding ? ‘Sow would it be described in ordinary parlance? It 
seems to me that if ever there was a case to which the maxim res tpsa 
loquitur may properly be applied it is the case now before your lord- 
ships. Would anybody, seeing this road or way or the photographs of 
it which are in evidence, call it anything but a railway? I observe that 
Buckley, L.J., who did not altogether agree with his colleagues, says :— 
“It is the fact that this tramroad as used differs in no 
material particular from a railway to which the Railway Acts apply.” 
It seems to me that if it is a railway in fact not differing from other 
railways in any material particular, it is none the less a railway because 
the promoters in their special Act chose to call it a ‘‘ tramroad’’—a 
very convenient term to use for the purpose of the title of their Act 
and the name under which they sought incorporation. Nor is it the 
less a railway because some only of the sections of the Railway Clauses 
Consolidation Act are incorporated in the special Act, or because if one 
did not know what the thing really was the language used for the 
purpose of applying the sections which are incorporated might seem to 
import that it was not propetly speaking a railway at all. You must 
look at the special Act to see that it confers the appropriate powers of 
construction. Everything else in the Act is, I think, beside the question 
which this House has now to determine. I think the appeal should be 
dismissed with costs. 

Lord Loresurn, C., the Earl of Hatssury and Lord AsHBoURNE con- 
curred in the judgment delivered, and the appeal was accordingly dis- 
missed with costs.—CounsgL, J. D. Fitzgerald, K.C., Honoratus Lloyd, 
K.C., and R. 8S. Clease, for appellants; Danckwerts, K.C., and 
C. C. Hutchinson, for respondents. Soticrrors, Lees d& Co., for F. W. 
Wood, Fleetwood; Chester, Broome & Griffithes, for Sutton, Elliott, 
Turnbull d- Mayne, Manchester. 

[Reported by Ersxixe Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 


STAFFORDSHIRE FINANCIAL CO. (LIM.) ». THOMAS HILL 
AND ANOTHER. 3rd March. 


Pracrice—PLeaDInc—StTRIKING OUT ON THE GROUND OF EMBARRASSMENT 
—Evivence or Fravup—Promissory Note—Bona-rip—e HoLpeRs FOR 
VALUE. 

In an action on two promissory notes the defendant pleaded that for 
a long period he had been under the improper influence of certain per- 
eons who had fraudulently conspired to obtain large sums of money 
from him, and that the two notes sued on were so obtained from him. He 
did not allege that the plaintiffs were parties to this fraud, or were other 
than bona-fide holders of the notes in due course of business. With his 
defence he delivered particulars of these other numerous transactions. 
The plaintiff moved that all these particulars should be struck out, and 
the Master ordered the defendant to deliver fresh particulars confined 
to the fraud involved in the inception of the two promissory notes sued 


on. 

Held that the order of the Master should be restored. 

Per Lord James of Hereford, Although he thought the order directing 
that the particulars should stand az originally delivered was wrong, tt 
was not to be understood from the fact that this House restored the 
order of the Master that the defendant must not at the trial give evidence 
of the whole history of the alleged fraudulent conspiracy. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal reversing an order of 
Ridley, J., which affirmed an order of the Master on the application of 
the present appellants, directing that the particulars delivered with the 
defence of the respondent be struck out, with liberty to him to deliver 
fresh particulars of the fraud involved in the inception of the two 
promissory notes sued on. The question raised was whether or not in 
an action upon two promissory notes made by the respondent, where no 
fraud or other misconduct was alleged against the appellants, the 
holders in due course of the said notes, the respondent was entitled to 
plead in support of a defence that the notes were obtained by fraud, 
numerous transactions between the endorser of the notes and other 
persons not parties thereto and the respondent extending over a period 
of years. he two notes now sued on were made payable at the 
Birmingham and District Counties Bank, Birmingham, and were 
for the value of £1,000 each. The case for the respondent 
Hill was that the notes formed part of a series of incidents in the 

ed exercise of undue influence upon him as an old 
man whose mental faculties and force of will were not strong 
enough to enable him to withstand such improper pressure, and it was 
only the service of the writs upon the respondent which led to the dis- 
covery by his family of the advances he had thus been induced to make 
and the repudiation of the notes in question. On behalf of the 
appellants it was contended that particulars of defence must be limited 
to the notes in question and could not range over a series of other 
transactions. For the respondent it was contended that the whole of 
the facts alleged in the particulars were material particulars of the 
fraud and undue influence alleged, and that as the respondent would 
give evidence of all the facts so alleged at the trial the particulars 
were justified. Also, as a mattter of practice, if the order of the 
Master was restored the respondent would be precluded from giving 
evidence of the other transactions on the ground that he had not given 
particulars. 

Lord Lozeeven, C., moved that the appeal should be allowed, and 
the order of the Master restored. He thought that the defendant was 
entitled to allege generally that these notes had been obtained from him 
like others, as to which he should give evidence at the trial, by undue 





influence. It was for the judge at the trial to rule what evidence re- 
ferring to other transactions was admissible or not as throwing light 
on the case then being tried. It would be a most dangerous thing for 
any court to decide what was admissible and what was not admissible 
evidence in an action still pending, unless in clear-cut cases which left 
no question of doubt. He thought the appeal should be allowed and 
that the costs of these proceedings should be costs in the case. 

Lord MAcNnaGHTEN concurred. 

Lord James or HeRerorp, in agreeing, said it should be clearly under- 
stood that by restoring the Master’s order the respondent was not 
thereby to be deemed precluded on any technical ground from giving 
evidence of other transactions subject to the ruling of the judge at the 
trial. 

Lord SxHaw concurred.—CounssL, Sir 2. Carson, K.C., and Disturnal, 
for the appellants; Lush, K.C., and Leslie Scott, for the respondent, 
Soxicrrors, Smiles & Co., for Duignans & Elliot, Walsall; Hind & Sons, 
for Wells & Hind, Nottingham. 

[Reported by Exsxrne Rex, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Privy Council. 


CHARTERED BANK OF INDIA, AUSTRALIA, AND CHINA »v. BRITISH 
INDIA STEAM NAVIGATION CO. (LIM.). Feb. 3; March 31. 


Surp—Buts or Lapinc—Goops DiscHaRGED AT PENANG FROM STEAMER— 
Receipt GIVEN By LANDING Agents’ ReEPRESENTATIVE—Goops 
FRAUDULENTLY DISPOSED OF WITHOUT PRODUCTION or BiLL or Lapine 
on Detivery Orper—‘‘ DeLtivery’’—DamaGes FOR NON-DELIVERY 
Ciatimep By BANK—CLAUSE IN Burt or LapinG PROVIDING ror CEssER 
or LiaBimiry or ComPANY. 


The appellant bank became the holder for value of bills of exchange 
drawn against bills of lading, under which goods were consigned to the 
respondents to be conveyed by steamer to Penang, there to be delivered 
‘*to order or assigns.” On arrival at the port of Penang the goods 
were delivered on to lighters and taken to the wharf and the master 
received a clean receipt from the landing agents B. & Co.'s repre- 
sentative. Bills of exchange were accepted on the arrival of the goods 
by F. & Co., and were discounted by the. bank, but on presentation for 
payment were dishonoured. The bank produced the bills of lading, 
which were endorsed in blank and were their security for their advance 
and claimed the goods, but they were not forthcoming, having been 
taken away from the wharf, without the production of a bill of lading or 
a delivery order, by the representative of F. & Co., acting in collusion 
with the representative of B. & Co., and had already been disposed of 
in fraud of the persons entitled. The claim by the bank against the 
steamship company having been dismissed by the Colonial courts, the 
bank appealed. The respondents relied on the following clause printed 
at the foot of the bill of lading as saving them from liability: ‘In all 
cases and under all circumstances the liability of the company shall 
absolutely cease when the goods are free of the ship’s tackle,and there- 
upon the goods shall be at the risk for all purposes and in every respect 
of the shipper or consignee.” 

Held, that this clause afforded complete protection to the respondent 
company and that the appeal therefore should be dismissed. 


Appeal by the bank from an order of the Supreme Court of the Straite 
Settlements. The appellants were holders for value of bills of lading 
under which goods were to be carried to Penang and delivered there 
to order or assigns. The carrying vessel was the s.s. 7'eesta, one of 
the line of steamers belonging to the respondent company. The bills 
of exchange, which were drawn upon 8. Fareeth & Co., of Penang, had 
been discounted by the bank, and the bills of lading endorsed in blank 
were held by the bank as security for their advance. JVhe T'eesta 
arrived at Penang on the 10th August, 1905, and her cargo was delivered 
overside into lighters and taken to the wharf. It was the practice for 
the owners of steamers calling at Penang to appoint lading agents at 
that port, who made out their account of the landing Soames and 
storage rent, if any, and received payment direct from the consignees. 
The bills of exchange in the hands of the bank were duly accepted by 
8. Fareeth & Co. on the arrival of 7'he T'eesta. On presentation for 
payment they were dishonoured. Application was then made to P. 
Bob & Co., the landing agents of the respondent company. The bank 
produced the bills of lading with delivery order endorsed and claimed 
the goods. The goods were not forthcoming. They had been taken 
away without the production of a bill of lading or a delivery order by 
the representative of 8. Fareeth & Co., acting in collusion with the 
representative of P. Bob & Co., and they had been already disposed of 
in fraud of the persons entitled. Having thus lost both their mone 
and the goods which had been pledged to them_as security, the taal 
preferred this claim against the respondents. The claim resulted 
in the present action. This appeal was brought from the order 
of the Supreme Court affirming a judgment of the court of first instance 
which dismissed tie action with costs. 

The arguments were heard before a Board consisting of Lords 
Macnacuten, Atkinson, Cottins, and Sir Antruurn Witson, and judg: 
ment was reserved. 

Lord Macnacuten, who delivered the judgment of the Board, after 
stating the facts, said the respondents disclaimed all liability, relying on 
conditions subject to which the bills of lading were expressed to 
issued, They were printed at the foot of the bill, and attention was 
called to them in the body of the bill. The most material condition was 
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as follows : ‘In all cases and under all circumstances the liability of 
the company shall absolutely cease when the goods are free from the 
ship’s tackle, and thereupon the goods shall be at the risk for all 
purposes and in every respect of the shipper or consignee.” On behalf of 
the respondents the contention was that the obligations they undertook 
were fulfilled by delivering the goods to the landing agents, and that, 
at any rate, their liability ceased when the goods were once “free of 
the ship’s tackle.”” For the bank it was argued that the landing agents 
were neither the assigns nor the agents of the shippers or consignees, 
and that the goods had never been delivered in accordance with the 
bills of lading, and they prayed in aid the judgments in the House of 
Lords in Elderslie Steamship Co. (Limited) v. Borthwick (1905, A. C. 
93), and Nelson Line (Liverpool) (Limited) v. James Nelson & Sons 
(Limited) (1908, A. C. 16). Their lordships were of opinion that there 
was here no ambiguity in the clause providing for cesser of liability. It 
seemed to be perfectly clear, and therefore they would humbly advise 
his Majesty that the appeal be dismissed with costs.—CounsgL, J. A. 
Hamilton, K.C., and T'yrrell 7. Paine, for appellants ; Scrutton, K.C., 
and Maurice Hill, for respondents. Soticrrors, Linklater, Addison, & 
Brown; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co. 
[Reported by Exsxrve Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


JACKSON v. WATSON & SONS (LIM.). No. 1. 3rd Feb. ; 
26th March. 


Pecuntary Damaces For Loss or Wire—SaLe or Goops—TINNED 
SaLMon—Breacu or Impitrep WarRanty—Tort—Cavse oF ACTION 
INDEPENDENT OF TortT—Recovery or Damaaes, Basep on Loss oF 
SERVICES. 

In an action to recover damages for the pecuniary loss sustained by 
the plaintiff by reason of the death of his wife through eating tinned 
salmon supplied and sold by the defendants to the plaintiff and his 
wife, the jury awarded the plaintiff, inter alia, £200. 

Held, that the rule laid down by Lord Ellenborough, C.J., in Baker v. 
Bolton (1 Camp. 493), that ‘‘ In a civil court the death of a human being 
could not be complained of as an injury; and the damages as to the 
plaintiff's wife must stop with the period of her existence,’’ was limited 
to actions based on the tort, which was the wrong that caused the death ; 
but that where there was also another and independent cause of action, 
the loss of services caused by the death of the wife was an element 
which might be included in the damages awarded to the husband. 


Appeal by the defendants from a verdict and judgment entered for the 
plaintiff at Stafford Summer Assizes. The action was brought to 
recover damages for the pecuniary loss of a wife, alleged to have been 
caused by eating tinned salmon cutlets, supplied and sold by the defen- 
dants to the plaintiff and his wife, on the 19th of April, 1907. After 
partaking of the cutlets Mrs. Jackson became very ill, and died from 
ptomaine poisoning on the 27th of April. The claim was based on a 
breach of warranty on the sale of goods, which, the plaintiff con- 
tended, he had purchased in reliance of the defendants’ skill and judg- 
ment, or alternatively by description as tinned salmon cutlets of the 
best quality. He further pleaded there had been a breach by the 
defendants of their statutory duty in that the salmon cutlets were not of 
the nature, substance and quality demanded, and containing ptomaine 
poisoning were unfit for human food. With a denial of lability the 
defendants paid £25 into court. At the trial, before A. T. Lawrence, 
J., and a special jury, a verdict was returned for the plaintiff for 
£233 16s., split up as follows : £200 in respect of the pecuniary loss to 
the plaintiff consequent upon the death of his wife, £29 13s. funeral 
expenses, and £4 3s. medical expenses. The only question on appeal 
was as to the sum of £200, it being contended for the defendants that 
the wife’s death was brought about by a tort, and therefore the 
husband could not recover damages at common law in respect of any 
pecuniary loss he had thereby sustained. The jury had awarded the 
sum for loss of future services; but services ended at death, and 
Baker v. Bolton (1 Camp. 493), Osborn v. Gillett (L. R. 8 Ex. 88), and 
Clark v. London General Omnibus Co. (Limited) (1906, 2 K. B. 648) 
were cited. On the other hand the plaintiff contended that the death of 
the wife was due to a breach of contract or breach of warranty, and 
therefore he could recover : Randall v. Newson (2 Q. B. D. 102), and 
ae v. Aylesbury Dairy Co. (Limited) (1905, 1 K. B. 608). Cur. adv. 
vult. 


_Vavonan Wiuttams, L.J.—The plaintiff alleged that until her death 
his wife had rendered services to him in looking after his house and 
seven children, and that by reason of her death he had lost her services 
and would be put to expense in employing others to perform the 
services she had previously rendered him. It was not suggested at the 
trial that the defendants had been guilty of any negligence; indeed 
such a charge was expressly disclaimed. "The action was therefore for 
breach of warranty and nothing else. Lord Ellenborough, C.J., in 
Baker v. Bolton, said : ‘In a civil court the death of a Suman being 
could not be complained of as an injury, and in this case the damages, as 
to the plaintiff’s wife, must stop with the period of her existence,” 
Some of the passages in judgments which had been referred to seemed 
to shew that this decision was based on the impossibility of making the 
death of the person rendering services an element of damage when those 
services had come to an end, on the ground that the death 
itself, caused by the negligent or wrongful act of the defendants, 





although it might cause pecuniary loss to the plaintiff, was not a legal 
wrong of which he could complain. Other passages seemed rather to 
support the view that where there was a cause of action, independently 
of the wrong causing the death, such as a breach of contract, damages 
arising from the death might be included as an element of damage. On 
the whole he came to the conclusion that the exception to the general 
rule that pecuniary loss caused by the death of a human being could 
not be recovered applied only to a case where the cause of action was 
the wrong which caused the death, and did not apply to the case where 
there was a cause of action arising from breach of contract or implied 
warranty, independently of such wrong, as in the present case. He 
thought, therefore, this appeal failed. 

Farwett, L.J., concurred. He held that damages, based on breach 
of contract, for the loss of a wife, ought to be ascertained on the basis 
of the probable duration of the joint lives of the husband and wife. 
The loss must depend upon the circumstances of each case. The jury 
here had given a reasonable sum in respect of the loss of the wife, and 
in his opinion, for the reasons stated by Vaughan Williams, L.J., this 
appeal should be dismissed. 

Kennepy, L.J., agreed. Appeal dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, 
Disturnal, for the defendants; Acland, K.C., and B. C. Brough, for 
the plaintiff. Soxicrrors, M. A. Orgill, for Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall ; 
Milner & Bickford, for Wain & Harris, Burslem. 

[Reported by Ersxrns Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


TUTTON v. OWNERS OF 88. ‘“‘MAJESTIC.”” No. 2. Ist April. 


EmPLoyeR AND WoRKMAN—COMPENSATION—REFUSAL TO UNDERGO 
OPERATION—REASONABLENESS OF Rerusat—Ricut To FurtHer Com- 
PENSATION—W ORKMEN’S ComMPENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 


In considering whether the continued disability of a workman arises 
from his shied to undergo an operation, the test is whether the refusal 
was unreasonable, not whether, on the balance of the medical testi- 
mony, the operation was reasonably safe. Consequently, where a work- 
man declined to undergo an operation on the advice of his doctor, 

Held, that the refusal was not unreasonable, and that the workman 
was entitled to compensation during the whole period of his total or 
partial incapacity. 

Appeal from an award of Judge Gye, sitting as an arbitrator under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1306. The applicant was a sailor, 
who met with an accident which resulted in double rupture. He was 
attended first by the ship’s doctor, and afterwards went to the hospital 
at Southampton. The doctor at the hospital advised an operation. The 
applicant then consulted his own doctor, who advised him not to 
undergo an operation, as he was suffering from Bright’s disease, which 
would render it dangerous for him to have anesthetics administered. 
The applicant, in consequence of this advice, declined to undergo any 
operation. Before the county court judge medical evidence was called 
on both sides, and his Honour Sound as a fact that the operation was 
under the circumstances one which could be performed with the 
ordinary precautions with very slight risk to the applicant, and that 
the operation was one which was reasonable and proper, and was one 
which the applicant, had he been minded to act reasonably, would have 
consented to have performed on him, and that the applicant was acting 
unreasonably in refusing to submit to the operation when requested so 
to do. He accordingly awarded the applicant compensation only from 
the date of the arrival of the ship at Southampton up to the date at 
which his Honour found he would have recovered from the operation if 
he had submitted to it when requested. The applicant ap , daim- 
ing compensation during his total or partial incapacity. 

Tae ovurt (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fiercuer Movtron and 
Farwett, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. . 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The facts may be stated very shortly. The 
applicant was engaged on board a vessel. He met with a serious acci- 
dent, which caused a double rupture. He was not a young man, and 
he was also suffering from disease to the kidneys. e was taken on 
board the ship to Southampton. He saw the ship’s doctor first, and on 
his arrival at Southampton he saw a local doctor at the hospital. On 
the 20th of November, 1908, he was asked to undergo an operation. He 
consulted his own doctor, who was aware of the man’s general state of 
health and of the disease from which he was suffering. The doctor gave 
evidence, and said that in no circumstances could he advise that the 
operation suggested should be performed. His words were : “* I thought 
it would be barbarous for him to unde an operation without 
anesthetics. With kidney disease an anesthetic would be a risk to 
life.” On cross-examination he adhered to that statement, and said 
that the anesthetic would be more d us in the applicant’s case 
because there was a small enlargement of the heart. ow, what was 
the test which was laid down by the Court of sae in Warnckean v. 
R. Moreland & Son (Limited) (1909, 1 K. B. 184), as recently as 
November last, and also by the Scotch courts and by the Court of 
Appeal in Rothwell v. Davies (19 T. L. R. 423)? His lordship thought 
it was this : Of course there was no power to compel a man to undergo 
an operation; on the other hand, the man must act reasonably, and if 
he did not act reasonably and the circumstances were such as were 
before the Court of Ap in Werncken’s case, where a man had 
refused to follow the advice of his own doctor to undergo an operation, 
which was a trivial one, and which his own doctor said that he ought to 
undergo, then the court held that, if a man refused in such circum. 
any his aes ee was due to his own unr bh 
But the test was whether the man in refusing to undergo the operation 
acted unreasonably, and his lordship declined to admit that in @ case 
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of an operation of this nature a man could be said to have acted 
unreasonably in following the advice of a competent doctor. His lord- 
ship thought that the county court judge thought that he had to 
decide on the balance of the medical evidence before him whether the 
operation as an operation was reasonably safe or not. But that was not 
the real question ; the amps was whether the man acted unreasonably in 
refusing to undergo the operation. After the evidence of the man’s 
own doctor, his lordship thought no amount of other medical evidence 
was relevant to this question. The county court judge had mis- 
directed himself, and there was no doubt in the present case that 
there was no evidence that the man had acted unreasonably in refusing 
to undergo an operation in the circumstances indicated. The appeal 
must be allowed. 


Fiercuer Movutron and Farwett, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the 
same effect.—CounseL, Blackwell and Martin O’Connor for the appel- 
lant ; Sanderson, K.C., and Charles for the respondent. Soxicrrors, 
W. B. Blackwell; Rawle, Johnson, & Co., for Hill, Dickinson, & Co., 
Liverpool. 

; [Reported by J. I. Srreiive, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MARSHALL rv. OWNERS OF 85. ‘‘ WILD ROSE.”’ No. 2. 
26th March. 


Master anp ServaANT—CoMPENSATION—SEAMAN—UNEXPLAINED DRrown- 
ING—ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE CouRSE or EMPLOYMENT— 
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Epw. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 


The unexplained drowning of a seaman does not give rise to a prima 
facie case for compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, the onus being on the applicants to prove that the accident arose 
out of the employment, and it not being sufficient to shew merely that it 
happened in the course of the employment. 


Appeal from an award by his Honour Judge Greenwell, sitting at the 
North Shields County Court as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906. The deceased man Marshall was second 
engineer on board The Wild Rose steamship, which was lying at the 
wharf at Aberdeen. The first engineer gave evidence that he 
and the deceased had been on shore and had returned about 
10 o'clock. Steam was to be got up at midnight. They went down 
to their berths, and Marshall took his clothes off except his 
trousers, shirt, and socks. It was a very hot night, and Marshall got 
up and said he would go for a breath of fresh air. He went on deck. 
When the first engineer went on deck about 12 o'clock Marshall could 
not- be seen, and the next day his body was found close to the ship. 
The widow claimed compensation under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906. The county court judge was of opinion that the proper 
inference to be drawn from the facts was that the deceased was 
drowned by accident arising out of and in the course of his employment, 
and therefore made an award in her favour. The employers appealed. 

Tae Covrr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FirercHer Movtton and 
Farwsit, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 


Cozens-Harpy, M-R., said the court had held in the case of The 
Banana (24 T. L. R. 887) that the mere fact that a sailor was drowned 
was not enough, because it was necessary to shew, not merely that the 
man was properly there, but that the accident arose out of his em- 
ployment. ‘‘ Out of his employment”’ was not identical with “in the 
course of his employment.’’ The court had had very recently before 
them the case of Bender v. Owners of Steamship Test, which was the 
case of a ship’s cook and baker. In that case the man had been last 
a os aft. Nothing more was known of him. His absence from 
the ship was discovered in about half an hour from the time that he 
was last seen. In that case the court had held that the workman’s 
representatives had not discharged the burden that was on them. 
There was no distinction between that case and the present. The only 
additional fact in the present case was that the first engineer had given 
evidence that they always sat on the starboard quarter against the fish 
board, and that the body was found immediately below where they 
sat. Counsel had asked the court to infer from this fact that the 
deceased man went on deck, not merely to get fresh air, as he said, but 
to enable himself to discharge better his duty of getting up steam, which 
was then imminent. His lordship was unable to say that such an 
inference could be drawn. He thought that the county court judge’s 
decision was wrong, and that the appeal must be allowed. 


Fiztcuee Movirox, L.J., said that the real point was whether the 
unexplained drowning of a sailor was a sufficient prima facie case to 

itle his dependants to compensation. The court had held that it was 
not, because the applicant had not discharged the onus of showing that 
the accident arose out of the employment. 


Farwuz, L.J., was also of opinion that the case was covered by the 
previous decisions of the court. Whatever view might be taken by 
another tribunal, his lordship did not see how it was possible to draw 
the inference that the accident arose out of the employment in a case 
like the present. If 2 member of the watch on board a ship disappeared, 
there might be no difficulty in drawing such an inference, but his lord- 
ship thought that the case of 4 man who went on deck having no duty 
there was totally different.—Counsex, Atkin, K.C., and Mundahl for 
appellant; Scott Foz, K.C., and Lowenthal, for respondent. Soxici- 
sons, Williamson, Hill, &4 Co., for BR. & R. F. Ridd, North Shields ; 
Mayle, Teezdale, 4 Co., for G. W. Chapman, North Shields. 


(Reported by J. L Srimsixe, Barrister-et-Law.] 


April 24, 1909. 
High Court—King’s Bench 


Division. 
TROWBRIDGE WATER CO. v. WILTS COUNTY COUNCIL. 


Div. Court. 5th Feb. ; 4th March. 


EpvucaTIionN—Non-PROVIDED ScHoot—Suprty or WATER TO—MAINTEN- 
ANCE AND Erricrency or Scuootr—Liasmiry or Locan Epvucarioy 
AutTHoritry—Epvucation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 5 anp 7 
Scuepute I., B. 4. 


A local education authority has power, under the Education Act, 
1902, to contract with a water company for the supply of water toa 
non-provided school. 


Appeal from the County Court of Wiltshire, held at Bradford-on- 
Avon. The facts and arguments in the case appear sufficiently from 
the written and considered judgment of the court, which was 
delivered by 
_ Watton, J., as follows :—This is an appeal from a judgment of the 
judge of the Bradford-on-Avon County Court, in which he has held 
that the plaintiffs, the Trowbridge Water Co., are entitled to recover 
from the defendants, the Wilts County Council, the sum of £13 4s. 10d. 
for water supplied by the plaintiff company to a public elementary 
school known as the Adcroft School. The Wilts County Council are 
the local educational authority for the county of Wilts for the pur- 
poses of the Education Act, 1902. The Adcroft School, which was 
established about the year 1833, is a public elementary school within 
the district of the defendant council. It was assumed in the court 
below and in the argument before us that the school is a necessary 
public elementary school within the meaning of section 7, sub-section (1) 
of the Education Act, 1902. It is a voluntary school—that is to say, 
a school which is not provided by the local educational authority within 
the meaning of the Act of 1902. Water was supplied to the school by 
the plaintiff company both before and after the passing of the Act of 
1902. It was supplied by meter, and under no express contract, either 
written or oral, and under no contract in fact other than that which 
is to be implied from the fact of supplying, the purpose for which the 
water was supplied, and the circumstances under which water had been 
previously supplied to the school. It was admitted before us that a 
supply of water was necessary for the maintenance of the school. On 
the argument before us, and, as it appears to us, on the hearing before 
the county court judge, it was assumed that the water was taken wholly 
and exclusively for the purposes of the maintenance of the school, 
and not for other purposes for which the local education authority 
would not be responsible. The main contention before the county court 
judge appears to have been that a local education authority has no 
power to enter into contracts for the supply of water or of anything 
else which may be required for the maintenance of a non-provided 
school; and therefore that the defendants had no power to enter into 
a contract for the supply of water to the Adcroft School. [After 
considering the law before the Education Act, 1902, the learned 
judge said :] The management of the voluntary schools or non-provided 
schools having been regulated by sections 6 and 7 of the Act of 1902, 
section 7 provides for the maintenance by the local education authority 
of all public elementary schools whether provided or non-provided. 
Section 7, in so far as its provisions are material for the purposes of 
the present case, is as follows : ‘‘ The local education authority shall 
maintain and keep efficient all public elementary schools within their 
area which are necessary, and have the control of all expenditure re- 
quired for that purpose, other than expenditure for which, under this 
Act, provision is to made by the managers; but, in the case of a 
school not provided by them, only so long as the following conditions 
and provisions are complied with.’? And then in the sub-sections the 
conditions are defined. The expenditure for which provision is to be 
made, not by the local education authorities, but by the managers, is 
that required for providing and a in repair the school-house as 
described in section 7, we: Boar Aen 1 (d). Subject, therefore, to this 
exception, the Act of 1902 imposes on the local education authority the 
obligation of maintaining and keeping éfficient all non-provided schools 
in their district which are public elementary schools and are necessary 
within the meaning of the Act. It seems quite plain that there is under 
the Act of 1902 no obligation upon the managers of the Adcroft School 
to make themselves personally responsible for the expenditure required 
for the maintenance of the school. The managers might, of course, 
have entered into a contract for the supply of water which by its terms 
might have made them liable to the water company. In the present 
case there was no express contract. Water was supplied. The bills 
for the water rate were sent in quarterly by the water company to tlie 
managers of the school, were paid to the water company direct by the 
county council as the education authority, and receipts for the pay- 
ments were given by the water ome to the county council. This 
was the course of business followed from the time when the Act of 
1902 came into operation until the question arose which led to the 
present action. Upon these facts the county court judge has held 
that the Wiltshire County Council are the persons liable to the water 
company for the water supplied. Having regard to the fact that the 
county council were in the words of the Act bound to maintain the 
school, and therefore to provide a supply of water, and had control 
of the expenditure necessary for that purpose, we think that the 
county council/ had power under the Act of 1902 to make themselves 








liable to the water company for the water supplied, and we think that 
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there was evidence upon which the county court judge might 
properly find that the county council were the persons with whom the 
contract for the supply of water in question was made. We see no 
reason for thinking that his finding was wrong in law. The case of 
Crocker v. Mayor and Corporation of +. oy (50 Soxzcrrors’ 
Journat, 292; 1906, 1 K. B. 494) was relied on by the defendants. 
In that case the managers of a voluntary school had before the year 
1902 entered into a written contract with the plaintiff, who was a school- 
mistress in the school, and the contract had not been determined when 
the Act of 1902 came into operation. Afterwards, in the year 1905, 
the plaintiff sought to make the local education authority liable for 
wages due to her under the contract on the round that there had been 
a novation whereby the local education authority had undertaken the 
liabilities of the managers under the contract. It was held that the 
local education authority was not liable. That case was different 
from the present case. There is here no question of any pre-existing con- 
tract made between the water company and the managers before the 
Act of 1902, and afterwards adopted by the local education authority. 
The liability to pay for the water is under the contract which is to be 
implied, and arises from the fact that the water is taken. The ques- 
tion is by whom and for whom it was taken. It was urged by the 
defendants that inasmuch as the obligations of the local education 
authority to maintain the school cease upon the breach by the managers 
or any of the conditions prescribed by section 7, practical difficulties 
will arise in the working of the Act if the local education authority is 
directly responsible for the cost of maintenance. We think that such 
difficulties may easily be foreseen and provided against. This appeal 
therefore must be dismissed, with costs.—CounsgL, for plaintiffs, Sir 
Alfred Cripps, K.C., and Holman Gregory; for defendants, C. A. 
Russell, K.C., and 7’. H. Parr. Souicrrors, Ford & Ford, for Wans- 
brough, Robinson, Taylor, & Taylor, Bristol; Rossiter & Odell, for 
BE. B. Titley, Bath. 
[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.] 


JEANNOT v. FUERST. Bray, J. 22nd and 23rd Nov. ; 
Ist Dec.; 19th March. 


ForriGN JuDGMENT—FRENCH CourT—Perrsons DomIcILED IN ENGLAND 
—FinaL JuDGMENT—NATURAL JUSTICE. 

The plaintiff and defendants entered into an agreement whereby the 
latter obtained the exclusive right to sell the plaintiff's products in Great 
Britain and her colonies for a certain period. The agreement also pro- 
vided for the payment of an indemnity in the event of a breach of con- 
tract on the part of the defendants, and that the French Tribunals of 
Commerce were alone to have jurisdiction. The plaintiff issued a writ, 
which was served in accordance with the French Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure by leaving it at the office of the Procureur-Général. The writ was 
also sent to the French Consulate in London, and notice was given to 
the defendants. The plaintiff obtained judgment against the defendants 
before the Tribunal de Commerce de Lyon, service of which was 
effected by leaving it at the office of the Procureur-Général, and notice 
was given to the defendants through the French Consulate in London. 
The defendants ignored the notice of both writ and judgment. Subse- 
quently notice of the execution of the judgment and a certificate of 
nulla bona were sent to the defendants. In an action on the French 
judgment it was 

Held, that the defendants were liable fer the amount of the judgment 
as there was nothing in the proceedings before the French Tribunal that 
was contrary to natural justice, although the defendants were informed 
of the commencement of the proceedings at a time that it was practically 
impossible for them to appear on the day named; also, that in France 
there was in existence a final judgment binding on the defendants at 
the time when the English action was brought. 

The facts and arguments are sufficiently indicated by the judgment. 

Bray, J., in the course of a written judgment, said the plaintiff sued 
upon a judgment of the Tribunal de Commerce de Lyon, dated the 18th 
of June, 1907. On the 1st of January, 1906, he had entered into a 
written agreement with the defendants by which he gave them the ex- 
clusive sale of his products in Great Britain and her colonies for five 
years from that date. The defendants undertook to do a yearly busi- 
ness with the plaintiff to the amount of 10,000 francs the first year, 
15,000 francs per annum afterwards, and, in case of breach of contract by 
one of the parties, the latter was to pay an indemnity of 5,000 francs, the 
Tribunal of Commerce alone to have jurisdiction. On the 2nd of May, 
1907, the plaintiff commenced proceedings by a writ of summons of that 
date in the Tribunal de Commerce de Lyon. This writ required the 
defendants to appear on the 2nd of June. It recited the agreement and 
stated that the turnover for the year 1906 had been only 796 francs, and 
claimed the penalty of 5,000 francs. According to Art. 69 of the French 
Code of Civil Procedure, in cases where the defendant has no domicile 
or residence in France, service of the writ is effected by leaving it at 
the office of the Procureur-Général. In this case this was done on the 
2nd of ‘May. No further service is required, but by way of information 
the writ is sent to the Consulate of the country where the defendant 
resides, and it is then the practice for the Consul (in the case of Eng- 
land) to send a notice by registered letter. No period is limited within 
which the writ should be sent or notice given. In this case the writ was 
received at the French Consulate in London on the 31st of May, and 
notice was given in the usual form to the defendants the same day. 
They received the notice, but ignored it, and on the 2nd of June the 
defendants, not appearing before the Tribunal de Commerce de Lyon, 
the case was adjourned to the 18th, when it came on in the absence of 
the defendants, and judgment by default was given for the amount 





claimed. No notice was given to the defendants of the adjournment. 
The plaintiff alleged that the judgment had been executed by his secur- 
ing a certificate of nulla bond and leaving the same at the office of the 
Procureur-Général on the 6th of November, 1907. It was said by the 
expert on the part of the plaintiff that leaving this certificate at the 
office of the Procureur-Général was sufficient, and that while a certifi- 
cate of nulla bond was equivalent to execution, it was necessary that 
the defendants should have had actual knowledge of the execution and 
that opposition could be made before or aul iately after the defen- 
dants Atte of the execution. Looking at the words of Art. 159 of the 
Code, he (the learned judge) thought opposition could certainly be made 
at any time before notification to the defendants, but that if made 
afterwards it was a matter for the discretion of the court, and that 
the defendants would not, as a matter of right, be entitled to “‘ oppose ”’ 
after notification of the execution. He, therefore, thought it must be 
taken that, when they received it, the execution of the judgment had 
been made known to them within the meaning of Art. 159. The first 
question was whether the defendants submitted to the jurisdiction of 
the French Tribunal. It was claimed that they did so by virtue of the 
clause in the agreement, and that seemed to be decided by Feyerick 
v. Hubbard (71 L. J. K. B. 509), provided that there was nothing in the 
proceedings contrary to natural justice. He did not feel able to say 
that the proceedings were thus contrary, although the French courts, in 
the case of foreigners residing abroad, did not take the same precau- 
tions as in England to avoid injustice. There remained the fact that 
in France there was a final judgment in existence and binding on the 
defendants at the time the English action was brought, and that being 
so, he thought an action would lie on it in this country. There would, 
therefore, be judgment for the plaintiff for the amount claimed, with 
costs.—CounseL, Hawke, for plaintiff; Atkin, K.C., and F. M. 
Abrahams, for defendants. Sonicrrors, Joseph W. Asprey; Michael 
Abrahams, Sons, & Co. 
[Reported by Lzonarp C. Tomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Quarter Sessions. 


REX v. DRABBLE. Lewes. 6th April. 
Crimmat Law—Previous Convictions—PRoor or—PREVENTION OF 
Crimes Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vicr. c. 112), s. 18. 


In addition to a certificate of conviction in support of previous con- 
victions, proof of the identity of the person against whom the convic- 
tion is sought to be proved with the person appearing in the record or 
extract of conviction to have been convicted must be given. 


In this case, which was heard at the Lewes Quarter Sessions, before 
Grantham, J., sitting as chairman with a full court, Alfred Drabble, a 
gentleman, who was summoned for driving a motor-car at an excessive 
speed, before the Petty Sessional Court, was convicted, and two police 
officers from the Metropolitan Division were put in the box. The first 
one produced a certificate of conviction of a person named Alfred 
Drabble, at Kingston, who was fined £5 and costs, and he gave evidence 
that the said Alfred Drabble did not appear at the trial, but he did not 
give any evidence to identify the said Alfred Drabble with the person 
then before the court. The second police officer was put in the box to 
prove a convretion at the South-Western Police-court, where the said 
Alfred Drabble was convicted and fined £2 and costs. Similarly to the 
first officer, he did not prove the identity of the said Alfred Drabble and 
the gentleman who was before the court. The magistrates accepted this 
as sufficient proof of the alleged previous convictions and fi the de- 
fendant £25 and costs and suspended his licence for six months, and in 
making out their conviction the following words appear : “‘ And it is nqw 
duly proved before the said court that the defendant was heretofore te 
wit, &c.’’ (referring to previous convictions). The said Alfred Drabble 
appealed, and the Court of Quarter Sessions held that there was no 
evidence to identify the person referred to in the certificates with the 
defendant before the court. The appeal was allowed and the conviction 
was quashed, with costs. [The Act says : A previous conviction may be 
proved in any legal proceeding whatever against any person by produc- 
ing a record or extract of such conviction, and by giving proof of the 
identity of the person against whom the conviction is sought to be 
proved with the person appearing in the record or extract of conviction 
to have been convicted. ounsEL, FP. Lew, K.C., and Huntly Jenkins, 
for the appellant; 2. Humphreys, for the respondents. Sozicrrors, 
Firth & Co, 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


A special general meeting of the members of the society will be 
held in the hall of the society on Friday, the 30th of April, at two 


o'clock, for the purposes hereinafter mentioned. 

The President will present the prize and certificates awarded to 
successful candidates at the Final Examination in January, 1909. 

Mr. Charles Ford will move : ‘* That in the opinion of this meeting 
the option at present given to the majority of witnesses in His 
Majesty's Courts of Justice, of being sworn in one way or another, 
ought to be discontinued, and one uniform and compulsory form of 
oath adopted in such cases; and it is hereby ve ce to the Council 
to consider and report as to what form of oath they recommend; and 
it is also referred to the Council to consider and report as to whether 
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it is desirable to substitute solemn affirmations for oaths, as regards 
witnesses in courts of justice.’’ 

Mr. E. A. Bell will move: ‘‘ That the Council be requested to con- 
sider: (1) Whether two additional (post office) telephones can be 
provided in the telephone room. (2) Whether an automatic stamp dis- 
tributing apparatus for the use of members can be fixed in the hall.”’ 

Mr.. Harvey Clifton will ask: ‘‘(1) Whether any effort was made 
recently by the Council to secure the appointment of a solicitor to the 
office of Solicitor to the Treasury. (2) If not, whether any protest 
against the appointment of a member of the bar to such solicitorship 
has been or will be made by the Council.” 








Law Students’ Journal. 
The Council of Legal Education. 


The following is the result of the Easter examination of students 


held in Lincoln’s Inn Hall on the 29th, 30th, and 3lst of March, and, 


the 1st and 2nd of April. L.I. means Lincoln’s Inn; I.T.; Inner 
Temple; M.T., Middle Temple; and G.I., Gray’s.Inn :— 
Roman Law. 

The following students passed in Roman Law :— 

Class I:—John Frederick Alder, L.I.; Apsley George Benet Cherry- 
Garrard, I.T.; Richard Lysle Nosworthy, 1.T.; Franklyn Robin- 
son, 

Class I1.—Harold John Benjamin, Francis Henry Bodoano, Jacob 
Galba Iwishuku Bright, Vernon Lushington Buckle, M.T.; Thomas 
Henry Towler Case, L.I.; Claude Hay Castor, James Henry Critchley, 
Mohammad Din, Mohamed Shamsud Din, M.T.; Hector Livingstone 
Duff, I.T.; Frederick Steuart Eckersley, G.I.; Bernard Joseph Ellis, 
Hon. Geoffrey Rupert Cecil Twisleton Wykeham Fiennes, I.T.; Arthur 
McCallum Goddard, M.T.; Harold Pereira Grantham, I.T.; Grahame 
Maurice Hamilton, M.T.; Edgar James Hare, L.I.; Kenneth George 
Henderson, M.T.; Vyvyan Beresford Holland, L.I.; John Davidson 
Milburn, M.T.; Rup Narain, L.I.; Henry Albert Parker, G.I.; 
Charles Felix Percival Renwick, M.T.; Cecil Guy Ridley, Krishna- 
machari Santanan, I.T.; Harold Smith, G.I.; Harold Munkman Tim- 
pany, M.T.; George Clark Williams, I.T. 

Class III.—John Musgrave Acland, L.I.; Gwilym Ewart Aeron- 
Thomas, I.T.; Clifford Man Mohan Agarwala, G.I.; Mysore Rangien- 
gar Narasinha Aiyangar, L.I.; Eardley Apted, G.I. ; Syed Mohammad 
Arif, M.T.; Kwamin Ata-Amenu, L.I.; Shantwan Narayan Athawale, 
G.I.; Alfred Elwin Augustin, Frederick Robert Bader, M.T.; Harry 
Barlow, Edgar William Battenberg, Martin Gilbert Bennett, G.L.; 
Jawaher Lal Bhakhry, L.I.; Ayodhia Prasad Bhargava, M.T.; Stamp 
Brooksbank, I.T.; Charles William Chandler, M.T.; Eric Barff 
Charlesworth, Lee Woo Chu, L.I.; Guy Lushington Coleridge, M.T.; 
Arthur Basil Creighton, I.T.; William Charles Cross, G.I.; John 
Robert Ellis Cunlifie, I.T.; Herbert Harris Daw, William Dhar, L.I. ; 
Bhajan Lal Dhingra, William Hustler Eastgate, Bernard Ellis, G.I. ; 
Frank de Montayne England, John Forrest, Noel Garrod-Thomas, 
I.T.; Victor Gordon, M.T.; Alfred Greenwood, G.I.; Octavius Hall, 
M.T.; Shaikh Ahmad Hassan, L.I.; John Dunamace Heaton-Arm- 
strong, Mervyn Bournes Higgins, Alan Edward Grey Hulton, I.T.; 
Sadiq Jilani, G.I.; Arthur McWilliam Lawson Johnston, I.T.; John 
Richard Jones, G.I.; Gilbert Lyon Kennedy, M.T.; Shawakshaw 
Piroshaw Kerrawalla, Ata Muhaiyuddin Khan, L.I.; Mohammad 
Akram Khan, G.I.; John Dixie Kiernander, Bullard Nowell King, 
M.T.; Robert Dixon Kingham, I1.T.; James Niven Laing, M.T.; 
Jethmal Lilaram Lalvani, Motiram Lilaram Lalvani, Rupchand Lilaram 
Lalvani, Maung Lat, L.I.; Joscelyn Charles Ledward, Frank Darley 
Livingstone, I.T. ; Janardan Atmaram Madan, G.I. ; Jaykrishna Hiralal 
Majmudar, Sorabjee Manekjee, M.T.; John Lockhart Miller, I.T.; 
Arcot Muthukrishna Moodlyar, G.I.; Douglas Cato, Morrison, Francis 
Featherston Newman, David Robert Osborne, Hugh Rahere Panckridge, 
John Randal Parsons, I.T.; James Hetherington Peggs, Kalladakurichy 
Pondiperumal Shanmukham Pillai, L.I.; Kedar Nath Rai, Arthur 
Ernest Reed, G.I.; George John Proctor Ridgway, Edward Johnson 
Rimmer, L.I.; William David Roberts, William Tudor Roberts, M.T.; 
Frederic Carnegie Romilly, I.T.; John Edwin Rubie, Edgar Melnotte 
Leopold Sealy, M.T.; Jatindra Mohan Sen-Gupta, G.I.; George May 
Simmonds, L.I.; Percy Freeman Smith, M.T.; Ivor Stewart, Norman 
Sutcliffe, Hubert Joscelin Sutton, 1.T.; Kandulu Vira Raghava Swami, 
L.I.; Frederick Thoresby, Albert Sancton Blyth Tull, Don Richard 
Wijewardene, Vincent Williams, I.T.; Murdoch McKenzie Wood, G.I. ; 
Edward Robert Woodward, M.T.; Claude Emile Wright, G.I. 

Examined, 163; passed, 122. 


ConstirutionaL Law anp Lecat History. 

The following students passed in Constitutional Law (English and 
Colonial) and Legal History :— 

Class I.—Burriss Gahan, L.T. 

Class 11.—Vivian Osborne Angustine, G.I. ; 
L.L; Sze Jin Chan, G.I.; Henry William Fiddes, L.I.; Hugh Lewis 
Murray Forder, Alan Edward Grey Hulton, George Marsden, I.T.; 
Robert Meiklejohn, G.I.; Arthur Conway Osborne Morgan, L.I.; 
John Augustus Samuel, George Galistaun Seth, Harold Smith, G.I. 

Class I11.—Gwilym Ewart Aeron-Thomas, I1.T.; Shah Monir Uddin 
Edward John Arnett, 
; Edward Patrick Barry, G.1.; Maung 


Ahmad, M_T.; John Gordon Archibald, LT. ; 
Edwin Osmond Barnard, M.1 


, ville Ram, I.T.; Thomas Bridgehill Wilson Ramsay, G.I. ; 





Robert Lee Campbell, | 


| 





Ba Thein, Murari Lal Batra, Harold John Benjamin, Charles Joseph 
Markham Blake, Kiran Chandra Bose, M.T.; George Edward Went. 
worth Bowyer, I.T.; Frederick William Broderick, G.I.; Francois 
Ambroise Ernest Brouard, M.T.; Samuel Spencer Alfred Cambridge 
G.I.; Thomas Henry Towler Case, L.I.; Apsley George Benet Cherry. 
Garrard, I.T.; Harold Martin Clarke, M.T.; Eric Francis Cliff, G.T.. 
Louis Courtauld, L.I.; Henry Conyers Cox, I.T. ; Frank Dargan, James 
Denyer, M.T. ; Jean Roger de Westheimer, Roger Clarke Dolbey, I.T.; 
Louis Draper, G.I.; George Mouat Dundas-Mouat, I.T.; Claudius 
Dyonisius Hotobah During, John Percy Eddy, M.T.; William James 
Gilchrist, James Godding, G.I.; Yeshwant Gopal Gokhale, Freq 
Hampton Gosling, M.T.; Charles Graham Grant, G.I.; Keith Grimble 
Groves, Meherban Hormasjee Hakim, M.T.; John Ashley Hall, I.T.; 
Reginald Harry Myburgh Hands, M.T.; Edgar James Hare, Julian 
Francis Howard Harper, L.I.; Henry Leslie Harvey, G.I.; Ratph 
Alexander McEwen Haslam, Howard Robert Lawrence Henry, Patrick 
Kirkman Hodgson, Hubert Selwyn Hodson, I.T.; Joseph Cooksey 
Jackson, Samuel Roberts Jenkins, M.T.; Arthur McWilliam Lawson 
Johnston, Sinclair Johnston, I.T.; Laurence Henry Kenny, G.I; 
Robert Dixon Kingham, I.T.; André K/vern, M.T.; John George 
Bythesea Le Breton, L.I.; Frank Darley Livingstone, Arthur Sydney 
Lucy, I.T.; John Campbell Mackenzie, Syed Mahmud, L.I.; Jay- 
krishna Hiralal Majmudar, M.T.; Edward Ludwig Malone, G.L; 
Walter Brindley Martin, M.T.; Cecil William Mercer, Frank Cecil 
Meyer, I.T.; John Joseph Mifsud, G.I.; Richard Tudor Millward, 
M.T.; Satish Chandra Mitra, L.I.; Francis Hugh Mugliston, [.T.; 
Jal Ardeshir Dadabhai Naoroji, Kannepalli Venkata Lakshmi Narasim- 
ham, M.T.; Hao Fen Pan, L.I.; Hugh Rahere Panckridge, I.T.; 
Hiralal Ukabhai Patel, G.I.; James Hetherington Peggs, L.I.; Arthur 
Horace Penn, I.T.; Edmund Pocknell, L.I.; Lucius Abel John Gran- 
Donald 
Osmund Riviere, William David Roberts, M.T.; David Dewar Robert- 
son, L.I.; Franklyn Robinson, Frederic Carnegie Romilly, I.T.; 
Dhirendra Nath Roy, L.I.; Kaikhosru Jehangir Rustomji, M.T.; 
Robert Samuel Sackey, L.I.; Norman Gibb Scorgie, I.T.; Tom Burton 
Scrutton, M.T.; Ashutosh Sen, G.I.; John Wigram Shephard, I.T.; 
George May Simmonds, L.I.; Herbert Arthur Smith, I.T. ; Chatarbhuj 
Sreekishen, G.I.; Patrick Stormonth-Darling, I.T.; Abdul Karim 
Tahirkai, William Maung Po Thit, L.I.; Jerrold Francis Goone Tilleke, 
G.I. ; Roy Guan Chandra Varma, M.T.; William Veevers, L.I.; Ralph 
Douglas Weston, G.I.; Don Richard Wijewardene, George Clark 
Williams, I.T.; Walter de Burley Wood, M.T.; Harry Woodhead, 
Francis Alexander Pickford Wright, I.T.; Cecil Hubert Wright-Ingle, 
M.T.; George Wearden Yates, I.T. 

The special prize of £50 for the best examination in Constitutional 
Law (English and Colonial) and Legal History was not awarded; Mr. 
Burriss Gahan would have been recommended for the prize had he not 
been disqualified by age. 

Examined, 178; passed, 118. Four candidates were ordered not to 
be admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas examination, 
1909. 


Criminat Law AnD PROCEDURE. 

The following students passed in Criminal Law and Procedure :— 

Class 1.—Eugene Bregeon, I.; George Marsden, I.T.; William 
Stanley Meeke, M.T.; Thomas Williams Phillips, G.I. 

Class II.—John Gordon Archibald, Hector Livingstone Duff, Clifford 
Edward Geerdts, Miles Edward Hansell, I.T.; Charles Maxwell Tre- 
lawney Irving, L.I.; Henry Gerrard Lunn, Henry Chever Maclean, 
M.T.; Samuel Edgar Martin, L.I.; Frederic Mackenzie Maxwell, 
Lucius Abel John Granville Ram, Krishnamachari Santanan, I.T.; 
Adrian Noel Christian Shelley, L.I.; Alfred James Smith, G.L.; 
Ardesar Hormasji Wadia, M.T.; Wee Smee Teow, G.I.; George Clark 
Williams, Vincent Williams, I.T.; Edward Frank Wise, M.T.; Arthur 
John Withycombe, G.I. 

Class III.—Syed Ameer Ali, G.I.; Edward John Arnett, M.T.; 
Ernest Egbert Stanley Bright Atherley-Jones, I.T.; Edward Ernest 
Henry Atkin, Alfred Elwin Augustin, M.T.; Vivian Osborne 
Augustine, G.I.; Sohrab Byramji Banaji, M.T.; Nirmal Chandra 
Banerji, L.I.; Edward Patrick Barry, Debendra Nath Basu, G.I; 
Murari Lal Batra, M.T.; Herbert Copeland Cary Batten, I.T.; Arthur 
Bell, G.I. ; John Hadfield Bennett, I1.T.; Jawaher Lal Bhakhry, L.I.; 
Ayodhia Prasad Bhargava, Mahadeo Prasad Bhargava, Francis Henry 
Bodoano, M.T.; Charles Albert Brantsen, Hon. Clarence Napier Bruce, 
I.T.; John James Buchan, G.I.; Nanak Chand, L.I.; Herbert Mitford 
Trevelyan Channell, I.T.; Nayanmohan Chatterjee, L.I.; Reginald 
Charles Arthur Close, I.T.; Alan Herbert Coltart, M.T.; Martin 
Constant, Henry Conyers Cox, I.T.; Claudius Dyonisius Hotobah 
During, M.T.; Reynold Lionel Eber, I.T.; Frederick Steuart Eckers 
ley, G.I.; Alfred Fahey, M.T.; Hon. Geoffrey Rupert Cecil Twisleton 
Wykeham Fiennes, I.T.; John Frederick Gennin®s, M.T.; Hemendra 
Narayan Ghose, Pierre Georges Edmond Gide, L.I.; William James 
Gilchrist, G.I.; Donald Stewart Macleod Goldie, M.T.; Har Gopal, 
L.I.; Guy Wolfe Gotto, Harold Pereira Grantham, Reginald Camber- 
land Green, I.T.; Francis Carleton Greene, G.I.; Hugh Greer, L.1; 
Gustav Grossmann; I.T.; Mahomed Hafiz Abdul Kadir Hafiz, L.1.; 
Meherban Hormasjee Hakin, M.T.; Walter Harragin, Henry Leslie 
Harvey, G.I.; Shaikh Ahmad Hassan, Oliver Nowell Chadwyck 
Healey, L.I.; Kenneth George Henderson, M.T.; Kenneth George 
Holland, 1.T. ; Syed Jafer Hosein, William Herbert Hum my M.T.; 
Sir Charles Philip Huntington, Bart., I1.T.; Henry Beaufort Inglefield, 
M.T.; Moharjed Ismail, Robert Sydney Jeffreys, G.1.; Sinclair John- 
ston, Lauren¢e Evelyn Jones, Ignatius George Kelly, I.T.; Bihar 
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Lall, G.I.; Antoine Le Gras, M.T.; Wilfred Joseph Hamilton Little, 
1.T.; John Campbell Mackenzie, Monojendra Nath Mallik, L.I. ; 
Walter Brindley Martin, M.T.; Cyril ‘ag, Pe Martineau, I.T.; John 
Ludwig Gough Meissner, M.T.; Frank Cecil Meyer, I.T.; Ernest 
Henry St. Clair Miller, M.T.; Rai Radha Mohan, I.T.; Ghulam 
Mohiuddin, Ebrahim Hashim Moosajee, Arthur Morley, M.T.; 
Mohammad Naim, G.I. ; Jal Ardeshir Dadabhai Naoroji, M.T.; Grama 
Kasturiran-Gachar Narayan, L.I.; Richard Hill Norris, M.T.; Hiralal 
Ukabhai Patel, G.I.; Edmund Pocknell, L.I.; Mukand Lal Puri, 
M.T.; Dhanpat Ram, G.I.; Sri Ram, M.T.; David Ramsay, I.T.; 
Mian Abdul Rashid, Gurn Prasanna Ray, Alexander Home Renton, 
M.T.; Harold Rhodes, I.T.; Percy Evan Merridew Richards, M.T. ; 
Cecil Guy Ridley, Robert Brooke Campbell Scarlett, Shapoorjee 
Jamshedjee Shapoorjee, Raymond Pugh Shaw, John Wigram Shep- 
hard, I.T.; George May Simmonds, Dalip Singh, L.I.; Narain Singh, 
G.I.; Aroon Kumar Sinha, L.I.; Herbert Arthur Smith, I.T.; 
Thomas Joseph Stokoe, M.T.; Hon. William Maitland Strutt, Hubert 
Joscelin Sutton, I.T.; Bhagwan Singh Varma, L.I.; Roy Guan 
Chandra Varma, M.T.; William Veevers, L.I.; Subrahmanyam Vépa, 
M.T.; Murdoch. McKenzie Wood, G.I.; Samuel Worthington, George 
Wearden Yates, I.T. . 

The special prize of £50 for the best examination in criminal law 
and procedure was awarded to William Stanley Meeke, M.T. Mr. 
Eugene Bregeon, of Gray’s Inn, would have been recommended for the 
prize had he not been disqualified by age. 

Examined, 187; passed, 134. Two candidates were ordered not to 
be admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas examination, 
1909, and two candidates not until the Hilary examination, 1910. 


ReaL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 


The following students passed in real property and conveyancing :— 

Class I.—Edward Charles Ponsonby Lascelles, George Penk, I.T. 

Class I1.—John Gordon Archibald, I.T.; Rochfort Folliot Blakiston, 
M.T.; Hubert Hall, Edward St. John Jackson, Laurence Evelyn Jones, 
William Marsh, Thomas Douglas Robb, I.T.; John Henry Sandy, 
M.T.; George May Simmonds, L.I.; Francis Edmund Storrs, George 
Clark Williams, Richard Holdsworth Williams, I.T.; David Wilt- 
shire, M.T. 

Class III.—Illtyd Allan, Nripendra Nath Basu, G.I.; Herbert Cope- 
land Cary Batten, I.T.; Kiran Chandra Bose, M.T.; George Edward 
Wentworth Bowyer, I.T.; Charles Carnegie Brown, L.I.; John James 
Buchan, G.I.; Thomas Walter Colby Carthew, I.T.; Joshua David 
Casswell, M.T.; Ernest Washington Chance, G.I.; Ernest William 
Collyer, M.T.; Martin Constant, I.T.; Sidney Burnaby Wood 
d’Esterre, L.I.; Jean Roger de Westheimer, I.T.; William Hustler 
Eastgate, G.I.; Leonard Duncan Eldridge, L.I.; Humphrey Adam 
Gilbert, M.T.; William James Gilchrist, G.I.; Guy Wolfe Gotto, 
Roland Vaughan Gwynne, I.T.; Oliver Nowell Chadwyck Healey, 
L.I.; Francis William Hoole, I.T.; Louis George Howard, L.I.; 
William Herbert Humphreys, M.T.; Douglas Illingworth, I.T. ; Edwin 
Llewellyn Jones, G.I.; Arthur Eric Keuneman, G.I.; Saiyid Bashi- 
ruddin Ahmad Khan, Carleton George Langley, Walter Bernard Law- 
rence, M.T.; Rainald Stephen Le Bas, I.'T.; Victor Osbond Lessey, 
G.I.; William George Gresham Leveson-Gower, 1.T.; John Campbell 
Mackenzie, L.I.; Frederic Mackenzie Maxwell, I.T.; John Ludwig 
yough Meissner, M.T.; Cecil William Mercer, I.T.; George Dick 
Montsioa, L.I.; Oscar Frank Moritz, M.T.; Francis Hugh Mugliston, 
I.T.; John William Myers, M.T.; Francis Featherston Newman, Cecil 
Grantham Page, I.T.; William Alexander Paterson, George Norman 
Pattinson, M.T.; Arthur Horace Penn, Edwyn Gray Moneylaws 
Phillips, I.T.; Kalarakhal Govinda Gopala Pillai, Lawrence Pillay, 
M.T.; John Edward Yonge Radcliffe, I.T. ; Thomas Bridgehill Wilson 
Ramsay, G.I.; Norman Gibb Scorgie, 1.T.; George Galistaun Seth, 
G.I.; Hon. Richard Philip Stanhope, Paul William John Augustin 
Stomm, I.T.; George Francis Stringer, M.T.; Gilbert John Taylor, 
Edwin Arthur Tilley, L.I.; Moung Tin, Ratna Somanathan Vythilinga, 
M.T.; Francis Walmsley, L.I.; John Erskine Hedderwick Lawson 
Walton, Herbert Charles Webb, Noel Thirkell White, Everard William 
Willett, I.T. ; Arthur John Withycombe, G.I. 

Examined, 118; passed, 81. Three candidates were ordered not to 
be admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas examination, 
1909, and one candidate not until the Hilary examination, 1910. 


Hinpvu AND Manomepan Law. 


The following students passed in Hindu and Mahomedan Law :— 

Class I.—Leonard Christian Adami, I.T. 

Class II.—Ardeshir Manekji Masani, M.T.; Narendra Nath Sen, G.I. 

Class III.—Jamshed Merwanji Boyce, L.I.; Bihari Lall, G.1.; 
Motiram Lilaram Lalvani, L.I.; Suleiman Moosaji Manga, M.T. ; 
Dhanpat Ram, G.I.; Pindi Das Sabherwal, M.T.; Partabsing Sahib- 
sing Shahani, Krishna Lakshman Sheorey, L.I.; Narain Singh, G.I. ; 
Henry Conrad Norburt Harnath Sinha, 1.T. 

Examined, 26; passed, 13. Two candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas examination, 1909. 


Roman-Dutcu Law. 
The following student passed in Roman-Dutch Law :— 
Class I1I.—Charles Wellesley Welman, M.T. 
Examined, 2; passed, 1. 
Finat EXAMINATION, 
Class I. (In order of merit) (Certificates of Honour).—William 
Teulon Swan Sonnenschein, 1.T.; Denis Nowell Pritt, M.T.; 





ee Gunaji Velinker, Clement Edward Davies, Cyril Cut- 
ack, L.I. 

Class II. (In order of merit).—Muthiah David Devadoss, Frederick 
Octavius Arnold, I.T.; William Allen Jowitt, M.T.; Roland Giffard 
Oliver, I.T.; Joseph Cooksey Jackson, M.T.; Arnold Harding Ball, 
G.I.;. Thomas Henry Bethell, William Irwin Robert Crowder, I.T. ; 
Jagmander Lal Jaini, Gerald Tattersall Moody, G.I.; Cecil Rodolph 
Blake, Robert Bruce Foster, L.I.; Evans Gustavus Cooper, G.I. ; 
Douglas Dewar, Maurice Gerald Holmes, I.T. (the last three equal) ; 
George Lewis Bruce, L.I.; Chung Hui Wang, M.T.; Ronald Gorell 
Barnes, Christopher Bethell, John Aitken, I.T.; Alexander Young 
Ting, L.I.; William Watkins Morgan, I.T.; Lal Chand, M.T. 

Class III. (In a ee order).—Syed Ahmad, M.T.; Geoffrey 
Aspinall, I.T. ; Herbert Austin, G.I.; Maung Ba Kyaw, L.I.; Thomas 
Balston, I.T.; Tristram de la Poer Beresford, M.T.; Scott Birkbeck, 
L.I. ; Vincent Frederick Biscoe, I.T. ; Jal Khursedji Ruttonji Bomanji, 
G.I.; Maurice Bonham-Carter, L.I.; John Nevile Buchanan, I.T.; 
Charles Haswell Campagnac, M.T.; Pramatha Nath Chatterjee, G.I. ; 
Fredérick William Pepys Cockerell, L.I.; Charles Ralph Cooke-Taylor, 
M.T.; Shivcharan Das, G.I.; Arthur Davies, L.I.; Christopher 
Wilford Dawson, Maurice Vigier de Latour, M.T.; Sidney Burnaby 
Wood d’Esterre, L.I.; Frederick Thomas Dixon, George Fitzpatrick, 
G.I.; Eric Charles Montagu Flint, 1.T.; Kenneth Francis, Henry 
Wippell Gadd, .; Hemantakumar Ghose, Bernard Guinsberg, 
Ralph Hall, G.I. ; Victor William John Hobbs, I.T.; Reginald Victor 
John Somerville Hogan, M.T.; Francis Evelyn Mohammed Hosein, 
L.I.; Henry Vaughan Hunt, 1.T.; George Louis Hutchinson, G.I. ; 
Walter Howell Williams Idris, M.T.; William Trevena Williams Idris, 
G.I.; Douglas Doyle Jones, I.T.; Mul Chand Kapur, G.I.; Chandu 
Lall, I.T. ; William Beckford Long, Hugh Campbell Gemmell Macindoe, 
Rabindranath Mitter, M.T.; Frederick Stewart Modera, I.T.; Donald 
Ogilvy Morris, Shamnath Mushran, Nyein Myat, M.T.; Horace Stuart 
Myer, I.T.; Francis Benedict Vincent Norris, L.I.; Charles Ralph 
Carter Petley, I.T.; Walter Fitzroy Frederic Prins, M.T.; Grafton 
Deen Pryor, I.T. ; Frank Louis Ratto, Charles Thomas Samman, M.T. ; 
Vinayak Damodar Savarkar, G.I. ; Percy Barlow Sharpe, M.T. ; George 
May Simmonds, L.I.; Harnam Singh, G.I.; Jatindra Nath Sinha, 
I.T. ; Pestonji Cursetji Tarapore, L.1.; John Francis Harvey Templer, 
Py ae Berthold George Tours, M.T.; Nowrojee Jehangir Wadia, L.I. ; 
Charles Theodore te: Water, George Clark Williams, George Evans 
Williamson, I.T. 

Examined, 134; passed, 92. Two candidates were ordered not to be 
admitted for examination again until the Michaelmas examination, 1909. 


The Law Society’s Lectures and Classes. 


The work of the second term, 1909, began on Monday, the 19th inst., 
when Mr. Uthwatt delivered the first of a course of lectures on Con- 
tracts (for final students), and the Principal commenced a course on 
Things Real (for intermediate students). On Tuesday, the 20th, Mr. 
Langridge began his course on Probate, Ecclesiastical, and Admiralty 
Law (for final students), and Mr. Latter his course on Things Personal 
and Rights in Private Relations (for intermediate students). On 
Wednesday, the 21st, classes by Mr. Dicksee on Trust Accounts 
(5 p.m.) and by Mr. Gwyer .on Crimes (6 p.m.) (for intermediate 
students), and lectures by Mr. Dunlop on the Sale of Goods (5.30 p.m.) 
were commenced. 

Special classes will be held during the term on the Law of Husband 
and Wife (the Principal), Estate Duty (Mr. Latter), and Execution 
of Judgments (Mr. Wright), while the Principal will hold classes in 
Constitutional Law, History of English Law, and Roman Law (Digest; 
Book VIII., De Servitutibus) for the London degree. 

Copies of the prospectus and time-table can be obtained on applica- 
tion at the society's office, 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—April 20.—Chairman, Mr. G. 
Bertram Willis.—The subject for debate was: “‘ That the franchise 
ought not to be extended to women."" Mr. Neville Tebbutt opened in 
the affirmative; Mr. H. F. Rubinstein opened in the negative. The 
following members continued the debate: Messrs. Harnett, Burgis, 
Varley, Shrimpton, Woodbridge, Myer, Spanton, and Meeke. he 
motion was carried by eleven votes. 

Bramincuam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—April 20.—Mr. H. W. Lyde 
in the chair.—The following moot point was debated: “‘A. B. is a 
tenant farmer, holding under a contract of tenancy with a mortgagor 
which is not binding on the mortgagee. The mortgagee, after takin 
possession, gives A. B, written notice to quit, adding that instead o 
quitting he may continue as tenant at an increased rental. Can A. B., 
if he elect to quit, recover from the mortgagee (inter alia) in respect 
of unreasonable disturbance? "’ Mr. M. I. Clutterbuck opened in the 
affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. W. L. Highway, R. R. C. 
Yates, C. H. Morgan, and G. A. Baker; Mr. H. Birkett Barker opened 
in the negative, and was — by Messrs. H. F. Bensly and T. 
Wood. After the chairman had summed up, the question was put to 


the meeting, the affirmative winning by a majority of eleven votes to 
a 


four. A hearty vote of thanks to the chairman for presiding concluded 


the proceedings, 
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The Report of the Committee on 
County Court Procedure. 


(Continued from page 433). 

12. Remitting Actions to County Courts.—Remitter of actions from 
High Court to County Court. he words of section 65 of the Act 
of 1888 compel the Judge or Master to remit a case to which the sec- 
tion applies to the County Court unless there is good cause to the 
contrary. These words have often given rise to difficulty and have 
compelled remitting where, if judicial discretion were permitted, the 
order would not be made, and it would be desirable to alter the words 
to ‘‘may if he think fit.” An attempt to remedy this difficulty to 
some extent has been made by a resolution of the Judges of the King’s 
Bench Division communicated to the Masters, ‘‘ That in the opinion of 
the Judges the nature, difficulty, and importance of the actions pro- 
posed to be transferred under that section are matters to be considered 
under the words ‘good cause to the contrary.’’’ We are also of 
opinion that where a case to which this section applies might have been 
remitted to a Metropolitan County Court, power might be given to a 
Judge of the High Court to order the case to be tried by a Master 
of the High Court. 

The power to remit actions of tort under section 66 of the Aci of 
1888 should not be limited to cases where the plaintiff has no visible 
means, and a wider discretion should be given. The right to apply to 
remit should also be given to any parity. 

Where the plaintiff has obtained judgment in the High Court, but 
there remains a disputed counterclaim within the limits of the juris- 
diction of the County Court, power should be given to remit- the 
counterclaim to the County Court. Power might also be given where, 
after action, the defendant admits part of the claim, leaving only a 
balance of under £100 due, to remit the action. Power might also be 
given to remit issues arising out of garnishee proceedings within the 
limit of the jurisdiction, and issues as to the right to levy execution 
within such limit against a party alleged to be a member of a firm 
against which judgment has heen obtained. 

13. Transfer of Actions to High Court.—There should be, on the 
other hand, a general discretionary power given to the High Court of 
transferring any case in any branch of the County Court jurisdiction 
to the High Court and of hearing and trial therein if that Court thinks 
fit. There are the powers already stated, but they are not wide 
erough. Prohibition would be practically unnecessary if on any appli- 
— for that purpose there were a power to transfer to the High 

ourt. 

14. Appealz.—There should be only one appeal to the Divisional 
Court, whose decision, unless the Judges thereof differ, should be 
final. If any case raises a question of sufficient importance to require 
the consideration of the Court of Appeal, it should have been trans- 
ferred before it was heard in the County Court. Appeals should be 
allowed on fact as well as law where the decision involves a sum or 
value of property of over £50, which the Extension Act of 1903 per- 
mits. We further consider that the same right should be given in re- 
spect of a sum or value over £20, or, at any rate, if not as of right, 
then by leave of the the Appellate Court, but where the sum or value 
does not exceed £20 there should, as now, be no appeal except on a 
point of law by leave of the Judge. A general power should be given 
to the Appellate Court to draw inferences of fact and to take further 
evidence if it should think fit. 

15. Subpenaz.—The practice of the High Court as to subpenas 
should be adopted, that is, allowing more than one witness to be in- 
cluded in a subpoena, according to the fee paid, and it should remain 
in force de die in diem while the Court sits, and until the action is 
disposed of. 

16. Sales on Instalment esystem.—In sales by tallymen and com- 
mercial travellers all over the country, usually on the instalment 
system, the price is usually made payable at the seller’s residence. If 
default be made the seller takes out a summons in his local Court, 
which is served by a foreign Court on the defendant. In most cases 
the defendant cannot afford the time or money to attend, and the 
result is judgment by default, and a judgment summons returnable in 
the local Court where the defendant cannot attend; his means are 
gpa by some debt collectors” agent and a commitment order follows. 

Je suggest that the rules should be amended so as to prevent any in- 
justice of this kind. 

17. Guardians of Children under Workmen’s Compensation Acts.— 
The Judge or Arbitrator should have power, in the workmen’s com- 
pensation proceedings, to appoint a guardian of infant children, with- 
out it being necessary, as it is at present, to commence separate pro- 
ceedings for the appointment. It is frequently found that on the 
death of a workman no mother is left surviving, or that the mother 
is unfit to have the care of the children, and it is in such cases 
expedient that a responsible person should be appointed as guardian 
to receive and apply the weekly or periodical payments which are 
awarded for the maintenance, education, and benefit of infant children 
and to have custody of them. In cases where an infant dies after 
being allotted a part of the compensation awarded, power should be 
conferred upon the Judge to appropriate the share in favour of such 
person or persons as would be entitled thereto upon intestacy, without 
the necessity for a grant of administration by the Probate Court and 
without payment of duty. 

18. Power should be given to make rules of court for taking the 
depositions of injured workmen de bene esse either before or after the 
commencement of proceedings, and provision made for the using of 
such evillence. 











19. Commission to take Evidence abroad.—Where a commission op 
letter of request is or are required to obtain evidence from abroad to 
be used in an action in the County Court, we think that the High 
Court should be empowered, upon application for that purpose, either 
to make the necessary order or, if it think fit, to transfer the case to 
the High Court. 

20. Notice of Defence.—With reference to section 82 of the Act of 
1888 it has been suggested that it would be desirable that, besides itg 
provisions, notice of all the grounds of defence in all cases of over 
£20 should be given by the defendant to the plaintiff, and that the 
plaintiff should, in like manner, give notice of his grounds of answer to 
any counterclaim, but we think it is undesirable to introduce pleadngs 
into the County Courts, and that the demand should be met by addi 
certain defences; particularly payment to the special defences, of whic 
rotice must be given, and to require similar notice of special defences 
to counterclaims. 

21. Interest on Judgments over £50.—We think that judgments for 
an amount exceeding £50 should carry interest. 

22. Banking System.—With regard to the Banking System, we con- 
sider that the Judge or Registrar should have power to order the pay- 
ment of any sum found due from one person to another to be paid by 
the former to the latter, unless the payment is to be by instalments. 

23. Costs.—We consider that greater powers should be given as to 
allowing costs according to the different scales, and that in all cases 
where a sum exceeding £50 is claimed there should be wider dis- 
cretionary powers as to allowances in certain matters, more parti- 
cularly with regard to instructions for brief and fees to counsel, and 
that rules for this purpose should be made. 

We further consider that if the default procedure which we suggest 
be adopted, provision should be made in the High Court rules by 
which a plaintiff proceeding under Order 14 in the High Court in 
respect of any liquidated demand not exceeding £100, which he could 
have made in the County Courts, and obtaining summary judgment, 
should only recover County costs, unless the Judge or Master should 
certify that there was sufficient reason for bringing the case in the 
High Court. 

We recommend that where an action is transferred from the High 
Ccurt to a County Court or from the latter to the former, the court 
in which the action is tried or determined should have power to deal 
with the costs of the whole proceedings, including those in the court 
where the action originated. 

Set-off in respect of Judgments.—We think that there should be 
power to set-off liabilities and costs under judgments, and orders of 
the High Court and County Courts, respectively. 

24. Posting Plaints.—It would, in our opinion, be desirable to amend 
Order 5, Rule 12, of the County Court Rules so as to permit a plaintiff 
in one district of the Metropolis to enter a plaint through the post 
against a defendant living in another district B womcwry 

25. There should be more stringent regulations preventing persons 
other than counsel or solicitors from representing parties, e.g., debt 
collectors conducting cases in the guise of witnesses. This might be 
effected either by an amendment of section 162 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, or an extension of the Solicitors Act, 1860. 

26. We suggest that it would be of advantage if the powers of the 
Lord Chancellor to appoint the County Court Rule Committee were 
extended so as to permit of the appointment of representatives of 
the Treasury, the Bar, and the Solicitors, and that the rules to be 
made should come within the provisions of the Rules Publication Act. 

The proposals we make, if carried out, would need the amendment 
of the County Court Acts and a widening of the powers to make 
Rules of Practice. 

Rights of Audience.—We conclude our recommendation by referring 
to a matter of considerable importance to the public as well as to 
the two branches of the legal profession, viz., the question of the 
right of audience of professional advocates in the County Court. 
It is a question of some difficulty. On the one hand the .necessity 
for keeping the County Courts as cheap courts makes it necessary 
to retain for the greater part of the work of those courts, and it may 
be for all the work they now have, the right of audience given to 
Solicitors when the courts were instituted. On the other hand, if 
changes are to be made, and if cases in which the High Court has 
hitherto had exclusive jurisdiction, ‘and which from the amount in- 
volved can bear greater expense are to be transferred to the County 
Courts, or the more important work of the County Courts is otherwise 
developed and increased, then other considerations arise. It is im 
the interest of the public, even more than of the Bar itself, that 
the strength and independence of the Bar should be maintained. The 
satisfactory character of the administration of justice in this country 
really arises from the independence of the Bar. The character and 
independence of the Judges are due to it. We would refer to and 
adcpt the words used by Mr. Justice Blackburn, as one of the reasons 

for his dissent from the second report of th® Judicature Commis 
sioners in 1872, when he wrote, ‘‘I attach much importance to the 
keeping up the great central Bar of England. The only real practical 
check on the Judges is the habitual respect whieh they all pay 
what is called ‘the opinion of the Profession,’ and the same poweie 
body forms, as I think, a real and the principal check on the abuse 
of patronage by the Government.” If changes were made under 
which the work of the High Court was mainly appellate work, ai 
the advocacy in the great majority of trials of first instance was open 
to solicitor advocates, the inevitable result would be before long the 
amalgamation of the two branches of the profession, and an 8 
gamated profession in which the advocate members were in direct 
contact with the clients would not have the independence which the 
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Bar have had. It has been suggested that the Bar should have ex- 
clusive audience at the Special Sittings which we have recommended 
for the trial of the more important cases in County Courts, at all 
events where the Bar undertake to attend regularly at such sittings in 
the same way as at Quarter Sessions, but without special fees being 
required. Another suggestion is that the Bar should have exclusive 
audience in cases over some named amount or in certain parts of the 
Court’s jurisdiction, and that if exclusive audience is given to the Bar 
ia certain courts or cases there should be as to other courts or cases 
some relaxation of the restrictions now complained of by some solicitors, 
such as the provisions of section 72 of the County Courts Act, 1888. 
As we cannot be sure that our recommendations on other points will 
be carried out in their entirety, and as the best rule to lay down as 
to the right of audience in County Courts appears to depend so much 
on the precise character of any future legislation and the extent 
to which it might increase the business of County Courts, we are unable 
now to make any definite recommendation on the subject, except that, 
for the reason we have already given, if a in matrimonial 
eases be given to County Courts the Bar should have exclusive audi- 
ence in those cases. We venture, however, to express the hope that in 
any legislation which may be contemplated due regard will be had 
to the important point of not weakening the position of the Bar. 
Notwithstanding the defects in our system which undoubtedly exist 
and for which we have been asked to suggest remedies, the fact 
remains that the administration of justice in this country in civil 
cases as well as in criminal is more satisfactory than in any other 
ccuntry in the world, and not only our own countrymen, but foreigners, 
respect it, and often voluntarily resort to our tribunals. We believe 
this is due in great measure to the unique position of the Bar, and 
any change in the jurisdiction of our superior and inferior courts which 
would substantially alter that position would have very far-reaching 
consequences. 








Legal N on. 


Appointments. 
Mr. J. P. Mettor, C.B., barrister-at-law, has been appointed King’s 
Proctor in succession to the Earl of Desart, K.C.B. 





General. 

Mr. Justice Sutton was absent from the courts on Tuesday, and he is 
stated to be suffering from an attack of influenza. 

Underwriters read with much interest, says a correspondent of the 
Times, the announcement that Mr. Churchill, would introduce his Bill 
dealing with speculative insurances on Thursday evening. The majority 
are agreed that the notorious excesses of recent years rendered legis- 
lation necessary, but the opinion is expressed that the Bill will need 
to be a model of draughtsmanship in order that it may neither interfere 
with legitimate business nor impose severe penalties which might easily 
fall upon innocent men. The uses of P.P.I. policies are developing, 
and cover so wide a field that the wording of the Bill will be ae 
scanned to see that vexatious restraints are not placed upon genuine 
trade. 

Was the author of the writings of ‘“‘Gaius”’ a lady? asks a writer 
in the Journal of the Society of Comparative Legislation. A learned 
correspondent of the Deutsche Juristenzeitung answers this question 
in the affirmative; as evidence for this meen Hn fact, he quotes an 
extract from the commentary ad legem Juliam et Papiam (Dig. 35. 
1. 63, § 1), which refers in a somewhat sentimental tone to conditions 
in restraint of marriage, and a passage from the Institutes of Gaius 
(§ 190) in which the inferior position of married women is spoken of 
with great indignation. If this conjecture should be corroborated, 
perhaps the female bachelor of laws who appears in the Courts will 
in future be referred to in the daily Press under the designation of 
“Gaia’’; and the name of ‘“‘ Portia,’’ which is so singularly inappro- 
priate, will be discarded. 

The annual general meeting of the bar will be held in the old dining 
hall of Lincoln’s-inn on Tuesday next, at 4.15. Notice of the following 
resolutions has been received :—Sir Edward Carson, K.C., M.P., to 
move: ‘That, having regard to the state of business in the King’s 
Bench Division of the High Court of Justice, there is, in the opinion 
of this meeting, an imperative necessity for the immediate appointment 
of additional judges.’” Mr. Rufus Isaacs, K.C., M.P., will second this 
resolution. Mr. . English Harrison, K.C., to move : ‘‘ That in future 
the annual general meeting of the bar and the annual election of mem- 
bers of the general council of the bar be held as early as possible in 
the Hilary sittings, instead of, as at present, in the Easter sittings; 
and that the Council be authorized to amend the existing relations 
accordingly.’” Mr. E. L. Levett, K.C., will second this resolution. 

Speaking at a dinner of the Salters’ Company on Wednesday, Lord 
Justice Kennedy said that, as to the Court of Criminal Appeal, he 
thought those who knew of its working would agree that it was a great 
success, and was doing much to meet a natural public desire, but it 
was throwing an enormous extra burden on the judges. It was false 
economy to have our judicial institutions undermanned. In imposing 
new burdens on the bench we should provide that assistance which was 
necessary for the work to be done satisfactorily. The success of the 
administration of justice depended upon the confidence it inspired in 
every corner of England as well as in London, Let them not, there- 
fore, part with the great circuit system, which had carried Jaw to the 
poorest and most distant parts of this country, and had given to the 
masses of the people confidence in the administration of the law such 
as, he believed, was not felt by the population of any other country. 











Trustees will be well advised, says a writer in the current issue of ~ 
the Law Quarterly Review, not to relax their vigilance on the faith of 
the relief jurisdiction given to the court by the Judicial Trustees Act, 
1896. That is the general moral to be drawn from the recent case of 
Re Dive, Dive v. Roebuck (1909, 1 Ch. 328, 78 L. J. Ch. 248). But 
there is also a particular moral, and it is that a trustee must himself 
read, mark, and strictly pursue the terms of his trust. He cannot 
delegate this duty to his solicitors. In Re Dive it was a question of 
a disastrous investment. The will creating the trust gave the trustee 
power to invest the funds, inter alia, on mortgage of freehold, copyhold, 
or leasehold property ‘‘in his own name or under his legal control.”’ 
Instead of doing so the trustee invested on a contributory mortgage of 
some blocks of leasehold flats. He pleaded that he had left the matter 
to his solicitor; the solicitor said that his attention had not been 
drawn to the clause. But the court—Warrington, J.—held that the 
trustee could not by this sort of disclaimer extricate himself from 
liability for what was under the trust an unauthorised investment. 
So far the trustee might possibly be a legitimate object of pity as 
the victim of technicality, but there were other elements in the case 
which argued unpardonable imprudence on the trustee’s part. The 
investment—the three blocks of flats—had been introduced to the notice 
of the trustee’s solicitor by a surveyor who had got the solicitor to 
recommend him to the trustee to value the property, and what was still 
more calculated to arouse suspicion, the surveyor’s valuation fee, pay- 
able by the mortgagor—a builder—depended on whether the mortgage 
went through. The trustee had not at the date of the investment even 
seen the underleases on which the property was held, and did not 
know whether they contained any unusual covenants or not, and though 
the security showed on paper a one-third margin, its value was 
admittedly of a fluctuating racter. In fact, the whole of the £2,000 
lent was lost. Was it a case, the court had to ask itself, for grantin 
relief to the trustee under section 3 of the Judicial Trustees Act, 1896? 
Under that section relief may be granted if it appears to the court that 
the trustee has ‘‘acted honestly and reasonably, and ought fairly to 
be excused.’’ The trustee in Re Dives had acted “honestly,” there 
was no doubt about that, but had he also acted ‘“reasonably’’? 
Warrington, J., looking at all the facts, could not say so. These 
trustee cases are undoubtedly hard on the gratuitous trustee; but if 
a man does accept an.office he must be held to the due performance of 
its duties. It is harder still on the cestuis que trust to be ruined by 
an improvident investment. 


It appears from the report of the Comptroller-General of Patents, 
etc., that during the year 1908 there were 28,598 applications for 
patents; of these 19,498 were provisional, 17,746 complete, and 16,284 
were sealed. The corresponding figures for 1907 were 28,915, 19,568, 
18,829, and 16,272. The number of applications for patents diminished 
in 1908. Those accompanied by provisional specifications showed a 
decrease of 73; those accompanied by complete specifications a 
decrease of 244. The complete specifications filed upon previous 
provisional specifications were 8,643, as: compared with 9,482, a decrease 
of 839. The total number of specifications received was 37,241, as 
compared with 38,397 in 1907, a decrease of 1,156, or 3 per cent. The 
largest number of applications made on any one day was 159, on the 
24th of December, and the smallest 56, on the 29th of August. The 
applications received from women inventors numbered 572, as com- 
pared with 560 in 1907. There were 1,459 applications made by way 
of communication from abroad, of which came from the United 
States of America, 415 from Germany, 52 from France, 33 from 
Switzerland, 30 from Austria-Hungary, 27 from Canada, and 23 from 
Italy. The applications made in this country under the provisions of 
the International Convention of 1883 by inventors living in_othea 
States of the union numbered 2,326, as against 2,286 in 1907. Of 
these 877 were received from Germany, 607 from the United States, 
536 from France, 87 from Belgium, 62 from Sweden, 42 from Switzer- 
land, 31 from Italy, 27 from Norway, 17 from Australia, 16 from 
Denmark, 8 from Spain, 7 from New Zealand, 5 from Japan, 2 from 
Brazil, 1 from Ceylon, and 1 from Cuba. None were received from 
Mexico, the Netherlands, Portugal, San Domingo, Servia, or Tunis. 
Of the 16,284 patentees in 1908, 2,819 were resident in the United 
States, 2,516 in Germany, 822 in France, 334 in Austria-Hungary, 200 
in Switzerland, 166 in the Australian Commonwealth, 159 in Belgium, 
155 in Canada, 139 in Sweden, and 134 in Italy, 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1909. 


The appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(General List.) 
Judgment Reserved. 
Hormuth v Merino appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington 
(c.a.v. March 29) (heard before the Master of the Rolls, Buckley, and 
Kennedy, L.JJ.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE ~PROBATE, 
DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND 
DIVORCE), AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STAN- 
NARIES COURTS. 


(General List.) 
1908. } 

In re Clifford, dec Hart and ors v Reeve and ors appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 16, 1907 March 6 (s.o. 
until further order) 

Attorney-Gen v Birmingham, &c, Drainage Board appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 21, 1907 March 14 (s.0. 
2nd day Trinity, 1909) : 

White v Summers appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Parker, 
dated April 6, 1908 April 10 (s.o. 1st day Easter, P.S.) 

Mashonaland Ry Co ld v Beira Ry Co ld and ors appl of J H H 
Duncan and ors, defts, from order of Mr. Justice Neville, dated 
July 10, 1908 Oct 21 (s.o. May 4) 

In re William Stevens, dec Stevens v Stevens and ors appl of defts 
from order of Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 12, 1 Nov 25 
(s.o. 1st day Easter) 

In the Matter of The Arbitration Act, 1889 and In re The Matter of 
an Arbitration between The Law Guarantee and Trust Soc and The 
Law Accident Insurance Soc ld appl of The Law Accident Insur- 
ance Soc ld from order-of Mr Justice Warrington (special case), 
dated Nov 18, 1908 Dec 5 (s.o. May 10) 

In re The Trade Marks Act, 1905, and In re Applications Nos 273,053 
and 273,171 of the Gutta Percha and Rubber Manufacturing Co of 
Toronto, ld appl of applets, The Gutta Percha, &c, Co, from judgt 
of Mr Justice Neville, dated Nov 28, 1908 Dec 16 

Norton v Fox appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, 
dated Dec 17, 1908 Dec 22 


(To be continued.) 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1909. 
Notices Retatinc to THE CHancerRy CavseE List. 


Motions, Petitions and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated 
in the Easter Sittings Paper. ; 

Mr. Justice Joyce.—Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Actions with Witnesses will be taken daily 
throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Swinren Eapy.—Except when other Business is 
advertised in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Swinrew Eapy will 
rit for the disposal of his Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout 
the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Warrincton.—Except when other Business is 
advertised in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice WARRINGTON will take 
his Business as announced in the Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Nevmwte will take his Business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Parker.—Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Parker will sit for the disposal 
of his Lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the Sittings. 

Mr. Justice Eve will take his Business as announced in the Easter 
Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Eve will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business on Saturdays April 24th, May 8th, 
and May 22nd. 

Summonses before the Judge in Chambers.—Mr. Justice WARRING- 
ton, Mr. Justice Nevitie, and Mr. Justice Eve will sit in Court every 
Monday during the Sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 

Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will 
be heard by Mr. Justice Warrineton, Mr. Justice Nevitie, and Mr. 
Justice Eves. 


Notice witn Rererence to tue Caancery Witness Lists. 
During the Easter Sittings the Judges will sit for the digposal of 
Witness Actions as follows :— 
Mr. Justice Joyce will take the Witness List for Joyce and Eve, JJ. 
Mr. Justice Swryren Eapy will take the Witness List for Swinren 
Eapy and Nevitts, JJ. 


Mr, Justice Parker will take the Witness List for WARRINGTON and 
Parker, JJ. 





Cuancery Causes ror Tria on HEARING. 


Set down to A 
Before Mr. Justice Joyce, 
Retained. 


Adjourned Summonses. _ 
In re Wright’s Settlement Wright 
v Townse: 
In re Same Same v Same 
In re Wright’sSettlement Towns- 
end v Wright pt hd 
In re Sarah Etty, dec Peirson v 
Smithson 
In re Miller 
In re Mackenzie 
kenzie 


Wiseman v Miller 
Bain v Mac- 


Further Consideration. 
In re Inwood Freeman v Inwood 
pt hd (s o Trinity Sittings). 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Boaler v John Esson & Son ld act 

Boaler v Howes act without 
pleadings 

Radcliffe v Sowerby Bridge In- 
dustrial Soc ld act 

Wiseman v Patz act (s o for dis- 
covery) 

Barton v Jeffs act 

Cunningham v Atchley act 

In re Cunningham Cunningham 
v Cunningham act 

Howell v Abell act (not before 
April 26) 

In re Baroness de Noirfontaine, 
dec Rechnitzer v De Wette 
act 

Peignon v Cardon act 

Baker v Poole act 

Johns v Kelly and Townsend act 
(Liverpool District Registry) 

In re Kirkley, dec Cort v Wat- 
son act and m f j 

Bromley Wilson v Glegg act 

British Westinghouse Electrical 
Mig Co v Braulik act 

Barrow v Barrow act 

Pilbrow v Horton act 

In re Goldschmidt Motor <Acces- 
sories Co ld Broughton v The 
Company act and _ counter- 
claim 

Brewis v Horne act 

Tate v Galloway act 

Harman v Mason and anr act 

Hamilton v Born act 

Fraser v Arthur act 

In re General and Friendly Col- 
lecting Soc Joseph v Betts act 

In re The Liverpool Victoria Legal 
Friendly Soc Dunn v Highton 


act 

In re Whittlesea Whittlesea v 
Whittlesea enquiry as to next 
of kin 

Gwynn v Squire & Co act and 
counter-claim 

Zanazzi v Zanazzi act 

Roberts v Fraser act 

Favarger v Willoughby act 

Booth v Davidson act 

Cumberland County Council v 
North British Ry Co act 

Ball vy Clark act 

Lees v Comins act 

London Music Hall ld v Austin 


act 

In re Bunting, dec Watsham v 
Bunting act 

Johnston v Oliver act 

In re Oornish, dee Cornish v 
Cornish act (fixed for April 21) 

In re Griffith Davies, dec Davies 
v Davies act 

Hough v Central Advance and 
Discount Corporation Id act 

Wilson v Wilton act 

Lake v Haydock act 

Willett vy Marshall act 

Attorney-Gen v Grand Junction 
Canal Co act 


pril 8th, 1909. : 

Mersey Ry Co v British Westing- 
house ctric and Mfg Co Id 
act Same v Same act 

Evan-Thomas v Aberavon Corpn 


act 
Lane & Chaplin ld v Lane act 
Fisher v Harwood act and coun- 
ter-claim 


Before Mr. Justice Swinren 


v Tavener 
Stephens v The Progressive Assce 
Co Id (not before April 27) 
Botterill v Gofton mtn and adjd 


smns 
J & J Hopkinson Id vy Hopkinson’s 
Successors 1d 


Petition. 
In re Labron, dec Johnson v 
Johnson 


Adjourned Summons. 
In_ re Feaver, dec Feaver v 
Feaver adjd sumns 


Further Consideration. 
In Te Vienna General Omnibus Co 
Richmond vy The Company 2nd 
fur con 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses), 

Dean and Chapter of York v Cliff 
act (not before May 1) 

London and County Banking Co 
v Berry act (not before May 10) 

Malvern Hills Conservators v 
Whitmore act 

In re Joseph Crosfields & Sons’ 
Apvlication, No 291,978 In re 
Trade Marks Act, 1905 motion 

Taff Vale Ry Co v Gordon Cum- 
ming act 

Graham v Greenop act 

Slade v Norman act 

Vincent v Palmer act 

ag v Jones act 
@ Universal Spring Motor Co v 
Gibson act aa "leaden dates 
{not before May 1) 

Sanders v Edwards act 

Jeffs v Jeffs act and counter- 
claim 

Arnott v Whitby Urban District 
Council act 

Wood v Hackney act - 

Grierson v Oldham and ors act 


Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON, 
Retained. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

The Flour Oxidising Co ld v J & 
_R Hutchinson act pt hd 

North Staffordshire Ry 
Mayor, &c, of Hanley act 
(fixed for May 5, subject to any- 
thing pt hd) ; 

Homfray v Gambles and anr act 

Kennaway v Saunders act 

Hughes v Edmunds act 

Drew v Perry act 

In re Ralph Noke, dec Noke vy 

Noke enquiry (under order of 

April 6, 1908; with witnesses) 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Robert Dean’s Estate West. 
cott v Dean adjd sumns 
In re Dunn's Settlement Duan v 
Dunn adjd sumns 
In Maclean y¥ 


re Maclean, dec 
Maclean adjd sumns 
In re Jane awpnan?s Trasts 
Lynes ¥ Macfarlane adjd suume 
In re Sheppard's 
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In re Rossiter, dec Moore v Free- 
man .adjd sumns (restored) 

In re de Valdrome’s Estate Brown 
v Bayley adjd sumns 

In re Richard Birkin, dec Hill v 
Birkin adjd sumns 

In re Joseph Pyke, dec Birnstingl 
v Pyke adjd sumns 

Dennes v Dent action 

In re Lord Ambherst’s Estate 
Amherst vy Cecil adijd sumns 

In re The Estate of Thomas 
Merry (the Younger) Moreland 
v Le Mare adjd sumns 

In re Thomas Merry (the Elder) 
Le Mare v Le Mare adjd 
sumns 

In re Austen, dec Oollins v 
Chandler adjd sumns 

In re R A Wainewright, dec 
Phipson y Wainewright adjd 
sumns 

In re D © Scott, dec 
Scott adjd sumns 

In re D C Scott, dec Leighton v 
Scott adjd sumns 

The Attorney-General v Thorn 
adjd sumns 

In re Gregson’s Settlement Lid- 
derdale v Gregson adjd sumns 

In re Edwards, dec Price vy 
Edwards adjd sumns 


Scott v 


In re Davis, dec Davis v Davis | 


adjd sumns 





Before Mr. Justice Nevinxe. 
Retained by Order. 
Witness Actions, 

In re L. W. Carder & Co ld 
Lever Bros ld v L. W. Carder 
& Co ld act and counter-claim 





Spalding v Dickin act and coun- | 


ter-claim pt hd 
Craster v Thomas act 
Turpin v Dott act 
In re The India & Eastern Trad- 


ing Co ld and In re The Com- | 


panies Act 1862 adjd sumns 
Same v Same original motion 


(From Mr. Justice Joycr’s List.) 
In re Tonis dec Bond y Wilcocks 
adjd sumns pt hd 


Causes for Trial (without Wit- 
nesses) and Adjourned Sum- 
monses. 

O'Reilly v Bonney adjd sumns 
(to come on with fur con) 

In re Francis Francis v Francis 
adjd sumns 

In re Vieweg’s Trusts 
v Rudgley adjd sumns 

In re Bayne, dec, Kitchin v 
Strong adjd sumns 

In re Gibson, dec 
netts adjd sumns 


In re Rennie Cockerell v Atkinson | 


adjd sumns 
In re Nichols & Von Joel’s Con- 


tract and In re Vendor and Pur- | 


chaser Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Samuel, dec Samuel v 
Samuel adjd sumns 

In re Troon, dec Flynn v Clift 
adjd sumns 

In re Fenton, dec and In re Set- 
tled Land Acts adjd sumne 

Tweed v Death adjd sumns 

In te Brooke's Settlement Last v 
Brooke adjd sumns 

In re Gordon Thomson v Gordon 
motn for judgt (short) 

In re Holdway Gabriel v Marsh 
man adjd sumne 


In re G. B. Godding, a solr adjd | 


sumns 
In re Dykes’ Settlement 
v Wallace adjd sumns 
In re Roach, dec 
lerick adjd sumns 


Dykes 


Roach v Pen- 


Alabaster | 


Taylor v Ben- | 
| 


In re Norton & Las Casas Con- 
tract and In re Vendor and Pur- 
chaser Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

In re Mary Ann Jones, dec Jones 
v Davies adjd sumns 

Graham v Greenop adjd sumns 

Salaman v Holford adjd sumns 

In re William Woods, dec Bor- 
rett v Borrett adjd sumns 

In re Grice, dec Aggas v Lusher 
adjd sumns 

In re Evans, dec Cheale v Dob- 
bin adjd sumns 


Further Considerations. 
Rotch v Crosbie fur con 
Wooler v Wooler fur con 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Companies (Winding Up). 
Petitions. 

Descours, Parry & Co ld (petn of 
W. Donnet & Sons—s o from 
Feb. 17, 1909, to the first petn 

day in June) 

Ind, Coope & Co ld (petn of C. 
Spalding) Same (petn of H. G. 
Da Costa—s o from March 23 
to May 18, 1909) 

Piccadilly Hotel 1d (petn of Maple 
& Co ld) Same (petn of The 
E.M.F. Manufacturing Co) 
Same (petn of B. Cohen & Sons 
ld—s o from March 30 to May 
18, 1909) 

Peak Hydropathic ld (petn of 
Robert Morrell & Co—s o from 
March 30 to April 21, 1909) 

New York & Continental Line 
(petn of Turner & Dunnett—s o 
from March 30 to May 4, 1909) 

North American Accident Insce 
Co (petn of A. H. Hughes—s o 
from April 6 to April 27, 1909) 

| William Johnson & Sons (Leeds) 

| Id (petn of Llandovery Terra 

otta, Brick & Tile Co. ld—s o 
from Apri] 6 to April 21, 1909) 

Automatic Engineering Works ld 
(petn of John Crowley & Co ld 
—s o from April 6 to April 27, 
1909) 

United Estate & Investment Co 
ld (petn of S. Billing—s o from 
April 6 to April 21, 1909) 

Church Stretton Hydropathic 
Hotel ld (petn of C. E. Robin- 
son—s o from April 6 to April 
27, 1909) 

V. Benoist ld (petn of Bouthron 
& Co. 1d) 

| Anglo - Continental Investment 
Syndicate ld (petn of B. J. 

| Zuyderhoff) 

| U. T. T. Syndicate ld (petn of 
J. R. Bell) 

Mining Exploration Co ld (petn of 
J. H. Harrison) 

Gimblett, Son & Co ld (petn of 
Pocock Bros) 

International Ladies’ Tailors & 
Furriers ld (petn of L. H. Leise- 
rowitz & Co) 

John Bull Id (James H. Solomon 
& Co) 

Industrial Credit Co ld (petn of 
City Offices Co }d) 

| John Bull Id (petn of 
Squire & Co) 

British Cinema Co ld (petn of W. 


Gibbons) 


Henry 


Chancery Division, 
Petition (to sanction Scheme of 
Arrangement) under Joint Stock 
Companies’ Arrangement Act, 
1870 and under Companies’ Act, 
1907, and (to confirm Reduction 
of Capital) under Companies’ 





Woodward, Grosvenor & Co Jd and 


Petition (for Reduction of Capi- 
tal) under Companies Acts, 
1867 and 1877. 

Mount Yagahong Exploration & 

Finance Co ld and: reduced 


Petition under Section 39 of the 
Companies’ Act, 1907. 
Oils & (Merchandise (Africa) Id 
(on March 23, 1909, ordered to 
stand over generally) 


Action for Trial, 
African Merchants ld 
Kislingbury & anr v African Mer- 
chants ld (with witnesses) 


Companies (Winding Up) and 
Chancery Division. 
Court Summonses. 

New de Kaap ld (for removal of 
liquidator — with witnesses — 
ordered to stand over generally 
on Jan, 19, 1909) 

Brazilian Rubber Plantations & 
Estates ld (to vary list of con- 
tributories—with witnesses) 

Espuela Land & Cattle Co ld (as 
to division of proceeds of sale— 
pt hd—retained by Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady) 

Callender’s Paper Manufacturing 
Co 1ld_ Lyon and anr v Callen- 
der’s Paper Manufacturing Co 
ld and ors (fur con) 

King Bros (Exporters) ld (for ap- 
pointment of new liquidator) 
Florida Land & Mortgage Co ld 
(injunction—with witnesses) 





Before Mr. Justice PARKER. 
Retained by Order. 
Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Selby Lowndes’ Settled 
Trusts Selby Lowndes v Selby 
Lowndes adjd sumns pt hd 
In re Brearey, dec Willat v 
Brearey adjd sumns pt hd 
In re Samuel Brearey, dec Willat 

v Brearey act s 0) 

Causton v Rider Fortescue v 
Causton adjd sumns (s o gener- 
ally) 

In re the Estate of John Foster, 
dec Kindersley v Raymond 
adjd sumns (8s o generally) 

In re A. T. Morse, dec Mants v 
Morse adjd sumns (s o to come 
on with act) 

In re Daniel’s Settlement Daniel 
v Gould adjd sumns pt hd 

In re Sheppard’s Trusts Vernon 
v Allnutt adjd sumns 


Further Considerations, &, 
Briggs v The Rhondda Urban Dis- 
trict Council fur con Same v 


Same adjd sumns 
Motions. 
Sadler v Sadler & Co ld (6 o for 
April 20) 


Hulse v Wood (s o for April 20) 

Duncan v Richards 

Austin Motor Co ld v Austin’s 
County Motor Works 

De Trafford v Nash & ors 

Beauchamp v Beauchamp 


Petition. 
In re Waugh Robinson vy Munro 
(fixed for May 1) 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

Winterflood v Ewart & Son ld 
act & counter-claim pt hd 

Mendelssohn v Traies & Son act 
(s o pending settlement) 

Causton & ors v Rider & ors act 
and counter-claim (6 o for a 
month after report) 

Linotype Co ld & anr v Mergen- 


thaler Linotype Co act In the 


99,605, in Class 13, and In the 
matter of The Trade Marks 
Acts, 1883 to 1888 motion to 
expunge 

Woodland v Rushbrooke act (s 9 

for settlement) 

Dent v Mansions Consolidated 1d 

act (s o not before May 14) 

In re the Estate of the Right Hon. 

H. Bentick, dec Shannon & 

ors Hordern & ors act 

In re the Earl of Shannon, dec 

Shannon & anr v Hordern & ors 

act by certificate 

In re the Earl of Shannon, dec 

Shannon v Hordern & ors 

Same (s o Trinity) 

Parsons v Tuck & ors act (s o 

for 10 days after sumns disposed 

of) 

Burberrys v J. C. Cording & Co 

ld act 

The Flour Oxidizing Co ld v The 
Cobden Flour Mills Co ld act 
(s o for a month after judgt in 
No. 1, Mr. Justice Warrington’s 
List, by order) 

Magnoid Co ld v British Oxygen 
Co ld_ act 

Rud Hahn & Sons v Holborn Via- 
duct Land Co act 

Attorney-Gen v Gibb act 

Prince Victor of Thurn & Taxis 
v Moffitt & anr act (stayed for 
security) 

Reynolds v Barnes act 

Parry v Elwes act 

In re The Patents & Designs Act, 
1907, and In re an Application 
by George Braulik for revoca- 
tion of Letters Patent, No. 
23,606 of 1902 appeal of Petnr 
from Comptroller 

In re Luckhardt, dec 
v Luckhardt act 

Riddell v Goff act (not before 
July 15) 

Binachi v Charlesworth act & 
m fj 

MeMurtrie v Paull act 

Crosthwaite v Senior act (not be- 
fore May 15, by order) 

In the Matter of the Estate of 
8. J. Gee, dec N. C. Daisley & 
ors v Gee & ors act 

In re the Estate of A. F. Hether- 
ington, dec Hetherington v 
Hetherington & ors act 

Johnson v Jacobs act 


Luckhardt 





Before Mr. Justice Eve. 
Retained by Order (with Wit 
nesses). 
Coats v Herefordshire 
Council act pt hd 
Wild vy Woolwich Borough Coun- 
cil act 
Myer v Bourke 
claim 
In re Reed, dec Hollman v Reed 
act & counter-claim 
Mallinson v Capell act 
Knowles v Ocean Accident & 
Guarantee Corpn. ld_ act 


County 


act & counter- 


Causes for Trial without Wit- 
nesses and Adjourned Sum- 
monses. 

In re Thomas King, dec In re 
Trustee Aet, 1893 adjd sumns 
In re Baskin & MacAndrew’s Con- 
tract and In re The Vendor & 
Purchaser Act, 1874 adjd sumns 

(not before May 10) 

In re Nash Cook v Frederick 
adjd sumns , 
In re A, F. & R. W. Tweedie, 
solrs adjd sumns 
In re Sir John West West ¥ 

West adjd sumns 





matter of the Trade Mark, No. 





Acts, 1867 and 1877 
reduced 


and No, 


96,653, in Class 6, 


In re Daniel, dec Daniel v Daniel 
adjd sumns 


In 
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In the 
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April 24, 1909. 


In re Samuel Spinks 
Spinks adjd sumns 
In re Swannell, dec 





In re Wingfield & Blew, solrs 
adjd sumns 
In re Wright’s Estate Wright v 


Spinks v 


Morice v 


Swannell adjd sumns Wright adjd sumns 
In re Almond, dec Almond v | In re Howes, dec Dodd v Wat- 
Almond adjd sumns son adjd sumns 


In re The General Friendly Soc 
Joseph v Betts adjd sumns 

Kirk v Leeds, &c., Breweries ld 
adjd sumns 

In re Wykes, dec 

7 ; Wykes adjd sumns 

Trustee in | In re F. W. Simmonds In re 

adjd Frank Simmonds & Carter and 

In re The Solicitors Act, 1843 

adjd sumns ; 


In re Wright Dunn v Stamp 
adjd sumns 
In re Oxenden’s Settlement Oxen- 
den v Phipson adjd sumns 
Wilesmith v Mayor, &c., Worces- 
ter adjd sumns 
In re Scott’s Trusts 
Bankruptcy v ‘Felton 
sumns 
In re Ditcher, dec Davies v Car- 
rington adjd sumns In re Trade Marks Act, 1905, and 
In re Whiteley, dec Whiteley v In re The Application No. 
Bishop of London adjd sumns 302,289 of Holbrooks Id motion 
In re Chapman Chapman v Allen | In re Lewis & Sworder’s Agree- 
adjd_summons ment Sworder v Lewis adjd 
In re Lord Darnley, dec Clifton sumns 
v ae d adjdsumns In re an Application No. 298,807 
In re R. H, Dalton, dec Thomp- by Witfield’s Bedsteads ld and 
son v Dalton adjd sumns In re The Trade Marks Act, 
In re Rhodes, dec Townend v 1905 motion 
Rhodes adjd sumns In re A. Tillett, dec, and In re The 
In re Vavasseur’s Will Trustee Act, 1893, and In re 
Lloyd adjd sumns The Public Trustee Act, 1906 
In re W. Webster, dec Webster v adjd sumns 


Gardner v 


Fisher v 


Bangs adjd sumns Furness, Withy & Co ld v Picker- 
In re Hilton Hilton v Hilton ad- ing adjd sumns 
journed sumns : Same v Same adjd sumns 
In re Kerr Ellis v Butler adjd In re Dickinson Dickinson v 
vamns Lucas adjd sumns 


Taylor v Taylor | In re Cooper, dec Cooper v 
Cooper adjd sumns 

In re Cooper, dec Beck v Cooper 
adjd sumns 

In re Widdas’ Settlement Trusts 


In re Taylor 
adjd sumns 
In re Pollard 
adjd sumns 
In re Harding and In re Married 


Willson v Young 





Woman’s Property Act, 1882, In re Widdas dec Foster v 
and Trustee Act, 1893 adjd Foster adjd sumns 

sumns . =f ae . 
In re Bailey, dec Bailey v Bailey Further Considerations. 

adjd sumns In re Salmen, dec Salmen v 


Abrahams fur con 

In re Clutterbuck, dec Clutter- 
buck v Clutterbuck fur con 

Thomas & White v Mee, Billing & 
Co fur con 

Foster v Widdas fur con 


Tapster v Ward special case 

In re Russell Cartwright v 
Nicholson adjd sumns 

In re Steele Steele v Haldenby 
adjd sumns 

In re Blatchford, dec 
Stokes adjd sumns 


The Property Mart. . 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


May 3.—Messrs. Resseck Bros, at the Property fale Room, Gervis-chambers, 
ee gg at 3: Freehold Estate, Ground-Rentg, Xo, (see advertisement, back page, 

is week). 

May 3,—Messrs, Bocktanp & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Shop Property (see 
advertisement, p, iii, this week). 

May 4.—Messrs, Fiznp. Sons & Grasrer, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Warehouses, 
Ground-Rents, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 5.—Messrs, Eowiy Fox & Bovusrietp, at the Mart, at 3: Freehold Ground-Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 6.—Mr. Ep. Huon Hxwry, at the Mart, at 2: Residences (see advertisement, 
bark page, this week). 

May 7.—Merers, Horne & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Business Premises and 
Family Residence (ece advertisement, back page, April 17). 

May 7.—Messrs. Baranr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Learchold Premises 
(see adver isc ment, p. iii, this week). 

May 10,.—Mesers, 8. H. Davros & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property and 
Resicence (ree advertisement, back page. this week). 

May 1l.— Messrs, Desewnam, Tewson, Ricnarpson & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Site (see advetisement, back page, this week). 

May 13.—Messrs. Epwis Fox & Bovsriztp, at the Mart, at 2: Shares (sce advertise- 
ment, back page, April 12, and this week). 

May 12.—Mesers. Trotnorr, at the Mart, at 2: Town Mansion and Freehold Estate 
(see advertisement, back page, this week), 

May 20.—Mesars, Ernoart, at the Mart, at 1; Freehold Ground-Rents (see advertize- 
ment, back page, this week). 

Mesers. 8. Watxer & Sow, at the Mart: Freehold Ground-Rents and Properties (see 
advertisement, back page, March 13) at early date. 


Barrett v 














Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Frivay, April 16. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liutrep in Cmanorey. 

Axcto-Amenioaw Mingravs Co, Liwrrep—Oreditors are required, on or before Apri! 
3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 

2 to Charles William Rooke, 46, Queen Victoria at, liquidator 
LAOKPOOL Wrexty, Limrreo—Petn for winding up, presented April 8, directed to be 
Sette et nas = Poatien, April 27, Kay, Blackpool, solor tor the petners. 
ohtemoon of April 38 nust reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
» FRANK LLOYD, Limirep—Creditors are requi on or before April to send in 
their names and addresses. with gartionlons of ths debts or claims, to Obaries Frank 


Lloyd, 70, Darlington at, Wolverhampton, liquidator 








Cror, Sreamsure Co, Liwrrep (rx Votunrary Liqurpatron)—OCreditors are 
on or before May 26, to eend their names and — particulars of their 
Arthur Salkeld, 10, Dale st, Liverpool. Davies & Co, Warrington, 


C.vuns, Lriuirep—Petn for winding up, ited April 14, directed to be heard 
April 27. Martin & Co., Fenchurch et, solors for the petners. Notice of a 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 26 

Geyerat Moror Carryrne Co, Lumtep (1s Votunrary Liqurpation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before May 3, to send their names and addre: ses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Harry H. Evans, 3, York st, Manchester, liquidator 

Inpra anD Eastern Trapine Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up presented April 14, 
directed to be heard April 27, Rehder & Higg+, Mincing In, solors for petners. 
Yotice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in tLe 
afternoon of April 26 

“Jouw Buut,” Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented April 7, directed to be beard 
April 21, Adler & Perowne, Copthall avenue, solors for the petners. Notice of 
Graces must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

pri 

Lancaster Care Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send 
their names sn‘ addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arnold 
Watson, 156, Corn Exchatge bldge, Manchester, liquid 

Loypow RerrnIneé aNd MeratturetcaL Works, Liwirsp—Creditors are required, on 
or before April 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulers of their 
debts or claims, to Charles William Rooke, 46, Queen Victoria st, liquidator 

Marape.e-Seesa Gotp Mixtne Co, Lisirsp—OCresitors are required, on or before 
May 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Frederick John Asbury, Finsbury pavement House, liquidator 

PewmarnMawk Suireine Co, Limtrep (in Votuntary L'quiparion)—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their cebts or claims, to Arthur Salkeld, 10, Dale st, Liverpool. Davies & Co, 
Warrington, solors for the liquidator 

Purrin Sreamsure Co, Liurrep (rx Votuntary Ligvurpatiom)—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Arthur Salkeld, 10, Dale st, Liverpool. Davies & Co, Warrington, 
solors for the liquidator 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, April 20. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Liuitep in CHanceryY. 

Appankraw Cowsotipatseo Mings, Liurrep (1n Votuytary Liqurpation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before May 29, to send their names and addresses, and the 
part’culars of their debts or claims, to Edell & Co, 4, King st, Cheapside, solors for 
the liquidator : 

Caracas Construction Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on cr before May 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Percy Cross, 71, I‘ashwood House. 9, New Broad st, liquidator 

Freeman Couen’s Consotrpaten, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 
zl, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Louis Gustavus Brown, 61, Breai st av, Blomfield at, liquidator 

Impsemt Foop Surrires, Lime ditors are req d, on or before May 20, to 
send their names and addresses, ard the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William George Rayner, 12 and 14, Arthur st West, London Bridge, Slaughter <& 
May, Austin Friars, solors for the liquidator : 

Mancuzsrer Carrytne Co, Liwrrep (1x Votunrary Ligurpation) — Creditors are 
required, on or before May 11, to send their names and addresees, and the particalara 
of their debts or claims, to d. Evans, 3, York st, Manchester, liquidator 

Premier Born Investuent Corroration, Liuirep—Petn for winding up, presented 
April 16, directed to be heard on May 4, Martin, Liverpool, solor for petner. Notice 
of appearin must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon 
of May 3. ndonaddress for service is at the office of Messrs Lydall & Sons, 87, 
Jobn st, Bedford row Sera ¢ : 

Tyne Geyerat Feery Co, Lrurrep—Petn for winding up, presented April 15, directed 
to be heard May 4. Stokes & Stokes, Great St He ene, for Ingledew & Fenwick, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, solors for the petners, Notice of appeari: g must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 3. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Crs. 
Lendon Gaa-tte—Torspay, March 30. 
Arxsooven, CaaRies Narier, Harpurhey, Manchester, Fruiterer April 26 Orrell, Man- 
chester , 
Beck, Mary Any, Windhill, Yorks April24 Atkinson, Shipley 
Bruuixetor, Epwarp, Blackburn April 26 Radclitfes & Higginson, Blackburn 
Busrox, The Rt Hon Micnast Axtavs Basgox, KCVO, Rangemore, Staffs 
Hollams & Co, Mincing In Pee ss 
Buspy, Frances Masy, Bramham gdos, South Kensington May 1 Henderson & Co, 
Philpot In 
Butier, Rev Axraur Gray, Oxford April24 Mallam & Co, Oxford 
Ciover, Exiza, Stoke, Ipswich May 6 Beckingsale & Co, Stoke Newington rd 
Coorer, Jossru, Mapperley, Notts May1l Ford, Ne ham 
Cumaine, Fraxcts Wituram Crark, Harlesdea May 11 imber & Co, Old Jewry 
Deaesera, Joun, Oakleigh Park April30 Stone & Fiosbury circus 
Dew, Cuarizs, Ventnor, lof W May 12 Kenyon, Joha st. Bedford row ‘ 
Easror, Ricuarp, North Walsbam, Norfolk, Builder April 12 Wilkinson & Davies, 
North Walsham 


Eppixeroy, James, Grosvenor ter, Camberwell rd May 8 Ody & Wilmot, Denmark hill, 
Camberwell Green 


Eumerson, Evatyn Caantorts Mary, Hastings May 20 Maitlands & Haworth, 
ake! P : 

Forprray, Wittiam Henry, Southerton ri, Hammersmith, Beer Retailer April 28 
Braby & Macdonald, Arundel st, Strand i a 

Gapvsny, Cuartorre, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler May 15 Elborne, Nottingham 

Gorpon, Joux, Gosforth, Northumberland, General Cartman May 1 Joel & Parsons, 
Newcastle upon Tyne . 14 

Gneey, Ava, Ealing April 30 Taylor, Linooln’s inn fields 

Garew, Saran Exvizanera, Kilburn June 24 Birch, Thame, Oxon : 

Harpixo, Acaeat Epwanp, Crewe, Cattle Dealer April 10 Pedley, Crewe . 

Hanars, Evizaneta, Bath April25 Meredith & Co, New sq, Lino in’s inn fiel’s 

Haze.orove, Joun James, Bnghtop, Fishmonger May 1 MN & Loader, Brighton 

Hit, Caantrs Gary, Lidfield rd, Newington Green April 27 Harraway, South s q 
Gray's inn 

Howraney, Atrarp Witson, Rotherham, Yorks, Cabinet Maker May 8 Bradford, 
Rotherham 

Inouam, Groror, Hipperholme, Yorks May1 Swaine, Halifax 

Jounsox, Mary Horsury, Soham, eae oe 14 Bye & Bunion, Soham, Camba 

Lex, Wiuuiam Haway, Accrington, Lanes, tist April 26 Bunting, Accrington 

MoDowover, Cuantorrs Evizasera, Surbiton sage Jukes, Gray's ion 89 

MAttauiem, Wrt1aM, Ockbrook, Derby April30 F & H Taylor. Bakewell 

Myers, Josern, Liverpool, ‘aay Gri li 

Naor, Jans, Albert % Stratford April Greig, at 

Parrett, Feepeaick, Thames st, Builder April 30 Parrett, 17S, Upper Thames st 


debts or claims, to 
solors for the 
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Roocers, Axx, Weybridge May 8 Smallpeice & Co, Guildford 
Roy.z, Saywet, Wrangle. Lincs May6 Millington & Simpson, Boston 
Ru: Whiuewse Karoumer Avoteatme, Bartholomew rd, Kentish Town May 8 
iy & Wilmot, Denmark hill, Camberwell . 
Surrn, Epwarp Atexanper, Brighton May5 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 
Srewaar, E11za, Queen’s rd, Avenue rd, Regent’s Park May 12 Withers & Co, Arundel 
st, Strand 


Sraarrev, Isapecia, Brighton May 7 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sruer, Cuartorre, Wimborne, Dorset May 14 Barlow & Co, Fenchurch st : 

Wuatier, Mania, Hagley Park, nr Hereford April30 Regge & Ackroyd, Finsbury 
circus 

Wiirame, Harriett, Treherbert,Glam April10 Walters, Treherbert e : 

Wirrse, Axwa Juria, De Vere gdns, Kensington May11 Robins & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


fields 
Winres, Caantes Wi1114m, Southend on Sea May 10 Phipos & Brown, Finsbury pave 

ment 
Wiwrer, Heasert Izant, Walmer May19 Richardson & Co, Golden sq, Regent st 
Wereaks, Rosert Cusuirre, Stretford, nr Manchester May 20 Farrar & Co, Manchester 
Waicar, Artave, Mile End Union Infirmary, Clerk May 4 Hall, Manchester 

London Gozette.— Fripay, April 2: 
Apsorr, James Atcerxox, Fast Sheen May10 Anderson & Sons, Ironmonger In 
App.eyarp, Josrru, Sheffield, Cabinet Manufacturer May 14 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Armistzap, Sanan Anx, Leeds May1 Clarke & Co, Leeds 
ats * Ropret, Abwell, nr Berkeley, Glos, Farmer April 30 Crossman & Co, Thorn- 
ury. Glos 

Basu, Eutty Jaxe Exizanets, Torquay April 30 Higgs, Woodstock, Oxon 
Bess, Ricuazp, Caereinion, Montgomery, Farmer May1 Harrisons & Winnall, Welsh- 


1 

Seca, Gated, Wingate, Durham May8 Marquis, Crook 

Be.icnameers, Groner. Higtburv, Glass Manufacturer May 1 McIntyre & Peters, 
irkbeck Bank chmbrs, Holborn 

Brvixcrox, Mary Axx, Brighten May14 Munns & Longden. Old Jewry 

Bratcarr, Joux, Kingston on Thames May10 Sherrard & Sons, Kingston on Thames 

Briayezy, Mary Axx, Chrisey May1 Law & Woresam, Holborn Viaduct 

Bravesaw, Ricnarp, Rarrow in Furness May1 Barrow, Barrow in Furness 

Cuampers, Jonx Nix, Chesterton, Cambridge May 31 Ginn & Co, Cambridge 

Coss, “narurs ALBERT, Strood May5 Clark, Fastcheap 

Coppisctox, Cuartes Wittiam, Weymouth Mayv7 Anirews & Co, Weymouth 

Coomss, Grorce, Radstock. Semereet April 39 Rees-Mogg & Davy, Bristol 

Crasteer. Georce. Nechells, Birmingham, Freine Driver May 8 Stoddard, Birmingham 

—_—— Tuomas, Little Ness, Baschurch, fFalop, Farmer April 30 Hughes, Shrews- 
ary 

De Bis, Luctayxo, Bury st. Merchant May 21 Capron & Co, Leadenhall st 

Exam, Agruve Wiivram, Park st, Parkin May 15 WH & AG Berbert, Cork st 

Exortsacn, Joria Romcxe, Pembroke rd, Kensington April 30 Faulkner, Chandos st, 

Cavendish ®q 
Fercusos, Saran Axx, Shalford, Surrey May8 Smallpeice & Co, Guildford 
Fives, Rosrer Isapecta Watiace, Withington, nr Manchester May 3 Hill & Co, 
Liverp ol 

Frizz, S1x0s Jonx, Egerton ter, South Kensington, Private Hotel Proprietor May 6 
ackeons & Co, Coleman st 

Gissos, Rorert, Savile Town, Thornhill, Yorks May 15 Chadwick & Co, Dewsbury 

Gopparp, Epwix, Walkley, Sheffield May 15 Kesteven, Sheffield 

Harvrorp, Mary Aww, Leicester May 18 Wright & Co, Leicester 

Hazes, Peter Bexsamix, Hertford May 1 Evans & Co, Nicholas In, Lombard st 

amie Ricsarp, Stratford upon Avon, Chemist May 14 Slatter & Co, Stratford upon 
von 

Hit, Assir, Bristol May8 Barker, Bristol 

Hotioway, Grorez Hexey. Birmingham April 30 Thomas & Co, Birmingham 

Inouay, Grorcr, Market Deeping, Lincs, Joiner April 830 Sharpe & Wade, Markut 


ng 
_— Mary Rosrxsox, Ashton under Lyne May1 Clayton & Co, Ashton under 


ne 
Lowe, Lucy, Derby May 3 Clifford & Clifforde, Derby 
Macuisz, Rev Parzick, Salford, Lancs April!5 Dunderdale. Manchester 
Marratrev, Witi1am, Ockbrock, Derby April 30 F & H Taylor, Bakewell 
Mipwistze, Witt1am, Weston super Mare May 17 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
Morgisn, Hoxor Hackwortny. Pokesdown, Southampton May 4 Burt, Bournemouth 
Monzrrs, Lecy Macon, Southbourne, Bournemouth April 10 Heppenstall & Clark, 

Lymiog‘on. H+ nts 
Otver, Manta, Wedmore. Somerset April19 Burrough & Crowder, Wedmore 
Parpor, Epwarp Auiix, Dawlish, Devon April 30 Whidborne & Cole, Dawlish 
eee anes, Wceo'avington, Somerset, Farmer April 22 Ruscombe & Co, Bridg- 
er 

Porrsza, Eowarp, Harrogate May 14 Gregoyr, Bradford 
Bosiss, Exutty, Netherall gins, Hampstead May 1 Eggar & Son, Brighton 
i Tuomas Attex, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Schoolmaster May 8 Stoddard, 

‘irm ™m 
Ross, Jaues, Stockton on Tees, Cabinet Maker May 22 Downey, Stockton on Tees 
Rosse.1, Jaxe, Newport, lof W May6 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, I of W 
Scuumree, Exxer Guerav, Strestham April 27 Clarkson & Son, Ironmonger In 
Sratee. Ei:za. Walton, nr Stone April 17 Birch, Stone, Staffs 
Surrn, Mary A pa Groveburst, ar Tunbridge Wells May 15 Hawes & Co, Great Win- 


a Louisa, Upper Addison gdns, Kensington April 24 Smith & 
Richa 

Sriazicn, Hexer, Edmonton, Baker April 30 Eves, Mark In 

Tassey, Bersarn, Blackpool. Photogravher May 15 Parkinson, Black pool 
Usperpows, Ecrex, Clifton. Bristol Aoril22 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

Vaurstise, Grorce, Leigh, Lan-s. Milliner May 3 Unsworth, Leigh 

Wi, Joszra, Clayton le Moors, Lanes: Chemist May 15 Sprake, Accrington 

Wares, Joszrn, Boston, Lincs May 8 Waite & Co, Boston 


London Gazetie—Tcrspar, April 6. 


Asprnsor, Ciara Evies, Tonbridge Wells April 20 Bartlett & Son, Rush In 
Arriztos, Saucer, Chevington r¢, Kensal Rise May7 Parsons & Co, Regent st 
Atxsssos, Anos. Scarborough, Tailor May 19 Turnbull & Sons, Sotenas 
pom, Wissen, bg a eee nn Lightfoot & Lightfoot, Marvport 
, Heeeeer, Savernake rd, Ham ¥v 

co ag ete pstead, Drapers’ Traveller May5 Withers & 
Carrvxe Ratrn, Rawcliffe Hall, York June1 E&T Clark, Snaith, Yorks 
Cetras, Ecies, Heckmon4twike, York May 10 Scholefield & Co. Batley 
Daiver, Essiasera, Derby May 22 Jones & Middleton, Chesterfield 
Eow nn, Bicnaep, Wellington, Balop, Printer June1 Carranc & Shaweross, Wellington 
wea es Jenome, Jermyn +t, 8t James’ June 7 Sanderson & Co, Queen 


Vispes. Geox, Denmark st, Idington May1 Brooks, Lawrence In 
Pousrer, Joux, Hunslet Leeds, Commission ¢ ent May 15 Granger & Co, Leeds 
Haevise, Haney Brormaty, Hove. Sussex ay 2 Dommett & Bon, Gresham ot 
Miswess, Ketzevern, Blackinn Mav2 Walmsley & Knowles, Blackburn 
onaae, Wmasen Leeres, Pw eamtnay wend April17 Lees, Dudley 

tun, Ts ALONTIN“, #bury. Calico Printer April 20 igh - 
Isowanu, Maerua, Halifax, York May 18 "Witlans, Halifax ie arenes 
Jeasne, Eowanv, Hadlow, Kent, Brickmaker May7 Wardley\& Co, Tonbridge 
[aoe — Lang none od nn A 7 Wartley & Co. Tonbridge 
4 q 4auin, Bro uret, Hanta, Naval Pensioner May1 Palmer, Gosport 
Jounson, Davin, Henfiel4, Bumex Mayi Hunter & Haynes, New aq 
Kensuaw, Jous, & Annes on the Sea, YECS June% J & E Whitworth, Manchester 








Ksicut, Grores, Ramsgate April 30 Sankey, Margate 
eae ~ jaamee Rivtey, Sutton Hill, nr Shifnal, Salop, Farmer MayTi4 Osborne, 


Levcmsemte, @ronee, Market ‘st, "Edgware ‘rd, Coach’ Builder ¥May 20 Collins & Co, 


gware ; 
Mavis, Frayx. Sheffield, Silversmiths’ Manager May3 Smith & Co, Sheffieldj 
Mruye, Jawes Heesert, Cheadle, Chester May15 Shipman, Manchester 
Mouoy, Wiis Hurcarysow, Camberley, Surrey May 10 Turner & Sons, Leaden- 
st 


Parker, Saran Extzapers, Rodborough, Gloucester May 10 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 
Siow ss. Sass Euizapetu, Ladbroke'rd, Bayswater {April 30 {Rawlings & Butt, 
albroo! 

Raryer, Joun, Bury, Lancs May 20 Horrocks, Radcliffe 

Reriy. Lovursa, Cadishead, nr Manchester May6 Adderley, Longton 

Riesy, Henen, 8t Helens, Lancaster May 1 Fox, St Helens : J 

eet eee Lianelly, Carmarthen, Colliery Agent Aprill4 Willlams & Watkinson 

ulanelly Re 
seen Joun Wit.14y, Halifax, Yorks, Relieving Officer} May 12 Longbotham & Sons 
ifax 
Rorsery, Mary Erizaners Balifax, Yorks May 12 Longbotham & Sons, Halifax — 
Gowsasnens, Colonel Grorcr, Hamilton rd, Ealing May 5 Slavghter & May, Austin 
jars 

Sruprox, Groror, Reigate, Surrey May 22 Morley & Co, Gresham House, Old Broadst 

Simpsox, James Harvey, Manchester, Solicitor May 24 Hilditch, Manchester 

Speruixc, Arraur, Lattenbury Hill, Huntingdon May19 Margetts. Huntingdon 

Succ. Hesry Harcuarp Tay.or, Dorking, Surrey May 17 Sugg, Knoll Brow, Dorking 

Taytor, Louisa Saran, Ipswich May 15 Flux & Co, East India av 

Taytor, Ricnarp, Ipswich May15 Flux & Co, East India av 2 

Tompson, Saran Anne, Tunbridge Wells July 12 Martin, Tunbridge Wells 

Ticknes, Mary Axn, Nonington, Kent May 10 Mowll & Mowll, Dover . 

Turver, Gzorcr Troms, Clifton, Bristol, Dentist May 15 Webber & Dibble, Bristol 

Uiuwrer, Maverce Evwaen Portsmouth May5 Foster, Malvern . 

Watper. Henry, Crovdon, Billiard Table Manufacturer May6 Morice & Strode, 
Serjean‘s’ ‘nn, Fleet et . 

Water, Frances Hanniert, Hemeringham, Lincoln May 25 Olitherow & Bon, 
Horncastle 

Wrtxrnson, Joun Earur, York, Licensed Victnaller April 30 Dent & Scruton, York 

Woop, Any, Axminster, Devon April 20 Forward & Sone, Axminster ( 

Woopman, Writtam Hewry Deacon, Hildenborough, nr Tontridge, Kent April 3) 
Gorham & (Co, Tonbridge 

Wooproor, James Witsow, Rectory rd, Stoke}Newington May 3 Keene & Co, 
Seething In 

ea London Gazette.—Frivay, April 9. 


Avusertix, Epuunp, Fastbourne May 12 Markby & Co, Coleman st 

Bargatr, Wiitram, Sutton in Ashfield May 15 Alcock, Mansfield 

Brresrorp, Harrier, Clewer, Windsor May8 Barrett & Son, Slough 

Bixeias, Demetrius, Athens May 22 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 

Bieaspate, Anruory, Lancaster April 20 Saul, Lancaster : fs 

Broapury, Mary, Ryde,Iof W May 15 Tarry & Co, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st 

Broor, EuizaneTH Sowersy Any. Salisbury Mav1o Lawrence & Co, St Mary Axe 

Ciuxy, Paitir Epwarp, Constitutional Club, Northumberland av May 21 Travers, Queen 
Victoria st 

CocHRANE, JosrPH BRAMAB, Stourbridge, Ironmaster May 15 Parnall, Newport, Mon 

Comer, Fiza, Knaresborough, Innkeeper Mav8 Gilling & Sop, Harrogate , 

Crook, Rt Bev Monsignor Joun Epwarp, Brentwood May 15 Bellord & Co, Old 
Cavendish st . 

Currets, Eowarp Lavsexce Frepericx, Mottram Saint Andrew, Chester May 10 Brown 
& Co, Stockport 

Dickasom, Joseru, Stuart rd, Peckham Rye, Licensed Victualler May 21 Worrell & Son, 
Coleman st 

Drew, Cuarves, Evanston, Illinois, U8A May10 Davies, Strand ; 

Ecxes, Witi1aM, Bridport. Dorset, Linen Draper May 14 Nantes & Maunsell, Bridport 

Erskinr, Saran, Weymouth May2l Andrews & Co, Weymouth _ : 

Farruugst, Peter, Wigan, Potato Merchant May 10 Peace & Darlington, Wigan 

Geppes, Ropert, Ryde, lof W June12 Dashwood, Rvde, I of W ni 

Heaxe, Witt1am Heyry, Mansfield, Notts May 15 Alcock, Mansfie!d 

Henpersox, Tuomas, Liverpool May 29 Payne & Co, Liverpool 

Hotumay. Jonx, Sheffield May 14 Wightman & Parker, Sheffield i 

Jackson, Exizanern, Palterton, nr Bolsover, Derby April 24 Davies & Co, Chesterfle 

Konyeence ’, Satomow. Vienna, Austria May 15 Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 

Korrics, Ferprsaxp Huco, Heaton Chapel May9 Brownsword, Manchester 

Larxe, Ernest Octavius, Bromley May10 Stones & Co Finsbury circus _ ae 

Tawpquist. Oskak Maawus, Nelson rd, Hornsey May 12 Collins, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Lintox, Tuomas, Newport,Mon May7 Powell, Newport, Mon 

Merepirn, EvizA May8 Simpson & o, Liverpool 

Norraey, Stewart, Putney av5 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand , 

Nortay.. Faeperick Wiiiiam. Handsworth April 26 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham & 

Oates, Jouw, South Killingholme, Lincs, Refreshment House Keeper May'21 H 

Mason, Gt Grimsby : 

Pease, Cuaspe Anruus, Thorpe Satchville, Leicester May 5 Ward & Co, Graces 
ehurch st 

Pgarsox, Awprew. Wilmslow, Chester May 14 Domakin & Co, Manchester ; 

Pocker NG, S1mox, Morton rd, Islington May 10 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury circus 

Puxvey, Heysy Lavacuiy, Brighton May 7 Rooper & Whately, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ritey, Mary, Worcester May15 Beauchamp & Gallaher, Worcester Gare 

Soturey, Ferperick Epwaaep, Ecton, Northampton May 8 Rickards & Nightingale 

Sresmmmn teas on oh "april 29. Woolley & Bevis, Bright 

PeARING. Joux, Brighton April 29 oolley vis, ghton . 

Syxes, Heeuzisan Marta, Woburn pl, Russelleq May 20 Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 

Tayton, Toomas, Moseley May 3 Jaques & Son, Birmingham 

Tuomas, Extex, South Shields April15 Hannay & Co, South Shields 

Torniz, Susawwan Saran, Wimbledon May5 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Towssery, Tuomas Louis, Slough May 8 Barrett & Son, Slough 

Tryow, Harvey Caaries, Wimb'edon May 31 Green & Co, Southampton 

Tvrseut, James, Valletta, Malta May 8 Maddison & Co, Old Jewry 

Warrz, Awraoxy, Malton, Yorks, Labourer May 22 Camidge, York 

Wateennaa. Many Juviana, Lausanne, Switzerland May 1 Pritchard & Sons, Grace- 
church st 


Wrmarx, Heres, Balham Parkrd May8 Ward & Co, Gracechurch st 
London Gazette-—Toxspay, April 13. 


Davies, Hito, Hereford April24 Capel, Hereford 

Extiwoop, Axs, Failsworth, Lancs y7 Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham Z 

Firoats, Atexanpgr Jenoue, Jermyn st, 8t James’ June 7 Sanderson & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

Ganowen, Evizapetn, Garstang, Lanes April24 Goodier, Preston : 

Gitvert, Faawx Hewat, Brodrick rd, Wandsworth Common May 6 Gilbert, Balham 
Park rd, Balham - , 

Gonnom, Srencer Cocunann, Junin de los Andes Territory of Nequen, Argentine Republic 
May 15 Falkner & Son, Louth, Lincs ran I 

Janus, Teouss, Bootle, Ianca, Master Mariner April 30 Meyler, Frederick's pl, 0 

Ww) 


ewry 
Keirs, James, Ealing Mayl4 Regge & Ackroyd, Finsbury circus 
Kenur, Jous, Margate, Licensed Victualler May10 Sankey, Margate 
Kivore, Wittiam Sawre ct, Bridgwater May1 Lovibond & Co, Bridgwater 
Mrncen, Sanan, ‘burn Junel Yates & Son, Blackburn 
Muss, Ampnosp, Whalley Range, Manchester, Fish Salesman May 81 Diggles & 
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Moxrz, Sir PA, Dunsmore, Warwick April 30 Wragge & Co, Birmingham 

Prast, Eanst, Twickenham May 31 Richardson & Co, Golden sq, Regent st 

Sasns, Jort, Farningham May 7 Bellord & Co, Old Cavendish st : 
SPENCER, Bay Exizaneta Mer, Stansted, Essex April 30 Oliver & Co, Warwick st, 


Srexcer, Jonx, Croydon Mayi10 Stokes, Bedford row 
frooxpaLe, Witiiam, Accrington May 15 Slinger, Accrington 
Woop, Joun, Sale, Chester June9 Ch & Co, Manchest 
Woopneap, Wi1iiam, Lincoln May1 Williams & Son, Lincoln 


London Gazette—Faivay, April 16, 
Armstre, Fuwa, Lower Edmonton May 12 Masterman & Everingtop, Great Winches, 
ter st 


Asxew, Exizanetu, Huntingdon May 14 Maule & Sons, Huntingdon 2 

Rovicort, Hersert Cuaries, West End, Hants May22 Ellis & Co, College hill 

Burros, Harrtette Axwr, Southport May 14 Cockshott, Southport 

Ryraway, JAwe Esa, Lianelly May1 Brodie & Walton. Lianelly 

Byraway, Wittraw, Lianelly May1 Brodie & Walton, Dianellv 

fonrx, Frances, Margate May 17 Bartlett & Gluckstein, Piccadilly % 

Ceapp, Jouy, Plyrrouth, Commercial Traveller May 16 Rarrett, Plymouth 

Darsy, Jonw, Rochester May 15 Basset & Boncher, Rochester 

Trxov, James Bassett, Preston May 21 Buck & Dicksons, Preston 

Hinserr. Josern, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs May 29_ Ellison, Ashton under Lyne 

Fouwe, Rev Artnur Parpras, Gt Budworth, Chester May 18 & Co, Liverpool 

Hoosow, Jou, Dlineworth, Halifax, Draper May4 Wey, Halifax 

Jouxeow, Samuzt Hewry, Carpenter’s rd, Stratford, May 15 Bristows & Co, Copthall 

Ides 

Kersox, Tomas, Bedminster, Bristol Mavi17 Cooke, Bristol 

Kine, SirGrorce, KCIE, MB, FRS, San Remo, Italy May1l4 Speechly & Co, New sq, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Mowerrsox, Recrex, Keswick. Cumberland, Auctioneer May 29 Atter, Whitehaven 

Newmax, Fraxces, Chiswick May 17 Fdwards, Chancery tn 

Oares, 8anAn Hannan, Lee May7 Dodd, High st, Lewisham 

Pace, James, Chelmefor4, Cattle Salesman May 21 Copland & Sons, Chelmsford 

Pasatey. Antaur, Mexborough, Yorks, Grocer May 22 Hall, Mexborough 

Prestow. Tuomas, Whitehaven May 10 Thompson, Whitehaven 

Rayx, Hereyx, Kingrton upon Hull Mav 27 Martinson & Stow. Hull 

Rarrray, Nettam, Wargrave May 18 Satchell & Co, King st, Cheapside 

Ryuer, Samort Lee, JP, Croydon May 26 King & Co. Cannon st 

Rorivews, MARGARFT Awy, Bexhill on Sea May31 Mott & Son, Bedford row 

fort, Axve, Worthine Mavi5 Howlett & Clarke. Brighton 

Swrs, FurzaneTa, Oxford May 29 Vizard & Oo, Dursley 

Syrrn, Exiza Arn, Southport Mav 14 Buck & Co, Southport 

frrn, Marron, Southsea, Hants Mavi7 Allen, Portsmouth 

Stone. Henry Erwear, Cookham, Berks May18 Stuchbery, Maidenhead 

Tarp, Euwa, Ashton upon Mersey Mav 22 Boote & Dutton, Manchester 

Tipewrtt. Jonx, Denholme. Bradfmd, Woolserter Mayl Atkinson, Fradfor’ 

Wanrry, Fiza, Burgate Crores, nr Fordingbridge, Southampton May 29 Randall & Son, 
Copthall bldgs 

eee. Mary Jurrawa, Lausanne, Switzerland May 1 Pritchard & Sons, Grace- 
eburch st 

Woopyarp, Mary Ann, Eaton, Norwich May15 Gocdchild, Norwich 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, April 20. 

Arxivs, Ronerr Percy Woopnovss, Newport, I of W June 1 Buckell & Drew, 
Newport, T of W 

Barep, Jrasy Stewart. Hove, Sussex May 31 &tuekev & Co, Brighton 

Raker, Exvizanztu, Bude, Cornwall June 1 Gurney & Craven, Stratton, N. Cornwall 

Ramrorn, Rosa Jaxer, Southend on Sea Mav 29 Hogan & Hughes, Arthur st West 

Roorn, Witiram, West Croydon May 17 William Ronse, 55, Gowrie rd. Lavender hill 

Bockernam, Racurt Hawyvan, Thorpe Hamlet, Norwich May 20 Hill, Norwich 








(rose, Henry Spencerry, Harrogate June 1 Bowling & Son, Leeds 
Cockrritt, Crartes Ricuarp, Wyndham rd, Camberwell, Butcher May 31 Edwards & 
Sons, Moorgate st 


Coox, EpwarD, Preston May14 William Cook, Willow Cottage, Cottam In, Ashton, 


Coorre, ELizaBeTH, pig > Se el ab Ford, Nottingham 
Coorge, Hewry Wiiuam, Yorks June 15 Leeman & Co, York 4 
Darsy, ARrHur Grorcx, Holly Park, Grouch hill May 19 Phelps & Wallace, Basing- 


hall st 
Deay, Janz, Winterbourne, Glos May 20 Bush & Bush, Bristol 
rs Saas Upper Phillimore gdns, Kensington May 31 Rivington & Son, 
‘enchu: ies 
Denwys, Marcarst Neaves, Brighton May 25 Hardwick & Blaber, Brighton 
Ecrrrox, Admiral Frepertck Witsranam, Cheriton, Hants May 19 Shield & Mac- 
karness, Arlesford, Hants 
Gar.anD, Hersert Tuxopore, Long Melford, Suffolk May 20 Roe, Gray's inn 
Gostinc, WrettaMm, Walter Belchamp, Essex, Farmer May 29 Wayman. Clare, Suffolk 
Grisnaw. Emma Rose, Peckham Rye May3l1 Howse & Eve, Salters Hallct, Cannon st 
Harpixe, Martsa Anx, Greenhead, Northumberlard May 13 Whitehead, Preston 
Hopason, Renzamty, Leeds. Leather Dresser May 17 over & Scriven, 


\ Hooroy, Harriet, Liscard May19 Bell, Liv 


erpool ° 
Hoayrr, an Kyverdale ré, Stamford Hill May 20 Edell & Co, King st 
eapsiae B , 
Houp.estox, Witrei Hupwxstox, Stanhope gins, South Kensington May 20 Waddilove 
& Johnson, Knightrider st, Doctor’s Commons 
Homeureys, Jane, Heleby, Chester May 20 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool 
JonEs, qr Bromborough, Chester, Licensed Victualler May 22 Pennington & Hig- 
son, Livi 
McAuuister, Rev Jony, Bishop’s Waltham, Hants May 15 Habershon & Co, Cannon st 
Mitts, Jonx, Wimbledmn May 29 Earle & Co, Manchester ‘ 
Nicwotts, James, Huddersfield, Lithographic Printer May 31 Freeman, Slaithwaite 
Ossory, Josrpu, Maryport, Cumberland May 31 Hayton & Co, Cockermouth, 
Pert, Revsey, Allerton, Bradford May 20 Atkinson, Shipley 4 
PeTserseipcE, Bexsamin, Kingsbridge, Devon May 8 Hurrell, Kingsbridge, Devon 
Paice, Freprrick Gzorce Hixtox, Cuilingham gans Junel Finch & Jennings, Gray's 


inn sq 

Rapcurre, Jonx, York June 1 Watkinson, York 

Reep, WILuaM, Sunderlsnd, Jeweller April27 Niel & Crute, Sunderland 

Ress, Evizasets, Moorgate st May 22 Dennison & Co, Gracechurch st 

Rerracn, Epwarp, Kensington Gore May 31 Thomas, Salter’s hall ct, Cannon st 

Re.ton. Lucy Harriet, 8t rds on Sea May 15 Dawes & Sonr, Angel ct, 
Throgmorton st 

Ruopes, Grorce ‘THomar, East st, Walworth, Lamp Menufacturer May 29 Matthews 
& Co, Southwark 

Ross, Jane, Palace gdns terr, Kensington May15 Jennings, Walbrook 

Scamauect, Susanxa, Tyndhurst, Hants Junel Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 

Sears, Ectey, Hastings May17 Charles, Copth:ll av 

Simpson, Evizanetu, Tunbridge Wells May 24 Jones, York . 

Sreruenson, Tuomas, Langriville, Lincs, Farmer May 14 Millington & Simpsor, 


Boston 
Taytor, Ev1zanetH Morton, Macaulay rd, Clapham Common May 20 Warren & Co, 
Bloomsbury sq 
Tromas, Bexsamtx, Mwehe, Lianstephan. Carmarthen May 15 Mo & Co, 
Tromas, Jonn James, Treorchy, Glam, Grocer May 2°? Millward. Pentre, Glam 
Watmstry, Mary Arw. Gorton, Manchester May 16 Orrell, Manchester 
Warrraker. Josspn, Lightcliffe, Yorks, Farmer Mav 14 Buirber & Jessop, Brighous 
eS Wituam, Bridgwater, Accountant May 15 Barham & Watson, 
gwater 
W'teron, Josern, Liverpool, Miller May 31 Weightman & Co, Liver: ool : 
va Witu1am, Bolton Bridge, nr Boltoa Abbey, Yorks May17 Wilson & Son, 
ipton 
Worraston, Josette Exiza Jaws, Sheepy Magna, Leicester May 28 Pilgrim, Binckley 
Warez, a dt Spat, Seymour pl, Hyde Park May 14 Cox & Lafone, Tower Roya), 
‘annon 
Wricnt, Jonx, Chories, nr Lichfield, Wheelwright May 20 Russell & Son, Lichfield 
Youre, Grorcr Jonx, Bransgore, Christchurch East, Southampton ,’fack Manufacturer 
May 17 Burt, Christchurch 








° Wesrrr, Wittiam Ersest, Avonmouth, Bristo', Grocer | Pearsoy, James, Long Newton, Durham, Innkeeper 

k N Bristol Pet Apil 14 Ofd April 14 | April 27 at 11.30 Off Ree, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Ban ru ptcy otices. | Wituiams, Toomas, Eglwysbach, Denbigh, Butcher Port- | Middlesbrough 
| 
} 
| 


London Gazette,—Frway, April 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Brackwore, Witttam, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Carrerat,, Anxim, Manchester. Wine Merchant Man- 
chester Pet Mar1 Ord April 8 | 

Circa, Groror. Manchester, Newsagent Manchester Pet | 
April 14 Ord April 14 


High Court Pet April 6 
Amended notice substituted 


Bailiff Ranbury Pet April 14 Ord April 14 14, Bedford row 


Cupworr, Tewis Atprer, Great Torrington, Devon, | Cartrer, Bevery. Maunby, nr Thirsk, Yorks, Farmer April 


Tailor Barnstaple Pet April 14 Ord April 14 } 27 at 12 Off Rec, Court 
Heptry, Wacrer Epwarn Leeds, Mining Engineer Leeds | brough 
Pet Apri! 8 Ord April 8 Coutprry, Hernert Ropert. 
Torevs, Frank Crarxsow, Chariton Kings, Cheltenham | 
Glos, Merchant: Cheltenham Pet Mar18 Ord Apri! 14 | Dovar, Jouyx, Weston Green, 
Jerktw, Marta Exizaners, Constantine, Cornwall, Miller | 
_ Truro P+t Aprilt4 Ord April 14 
Kotas & (o, Reanmont sq, Blouse. Makers High | 
Court Pet Mar 18 Ord April 14 | __Albert rd, Middlesbrou 
Lawrox, Erwest, Blackley. Manchester, Cycle Dealer 
High Court PetMar9 Ord April 14 
Lister, Epwix, Liversedge, Yorke, Carrier Dewsbury 
Pet April 14 Ord April'14 ; 


row 
Granetiut, Axorto ALBERT, 





madoc Pet April 14 Ord April 14 
Woonrmay, Cuartrs Atsert, Marylebone lp, Builder 


} London Gazette of April 9: 


Hawkins, Henry James, Upper Richmond rd, Patney 
Builder Wandsworth Pet April6 Ord Aprilé 


} FIRST MEETINGS. 
Comer, Arpiey 1LuKins, Halse, Northampton, Farm | Bran, Arnrrt Epwaarp, Watford, Chemist April 26 at 12 


at2 County Court Offices, High st, Lewes 

April 26 at 11.30 13?, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Dovenor, Wri11am, Skipton Fill, Sutton, nr Thirsk, Yorks, 

Farmer Apri! 27 at 129.30 Off Reo, Court chmbrs, 


eg =~ Tuomas, 8t Albans, Tailor April 26 at 3 14, 


Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 


Prupenxtiat Parxtrxc Co, Upper st, Islington, Printers 
April 26 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Savace, Joux Caamexrys, Ambleside, Westmorland, 


Ord April 6 nd 
April 24 at 2.15 Messrs Gatey & Son, Solici- 


for that published in the Seon Suitteclls 

Securra, Jonx, Lowestoft, Butcher April 24 at 12 Off Rec, 
8, King st. Norwich i 

Sroxa, Auprose, St David’s, RSO, Pembroke April 28 at 
1230 Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

Sroyux, Mary Ruzapern, Exeter, Lodging House Keeper 
April 29 at 10.39 Off Rec, 9. Bedford cireus, Exeter ™ 

Warxer, Wicriam Hevey, Handborough, Oxford. Lacensed 
Victualler April 24at12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Wartsox, Wittiam, Dunston on , Durham, Dairyman 
April 24 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


| 3 

; ‘ | Wiixrssonx, Sauvet Fivon, Bulwell, Nottingham April 

Thame Ditton. Fishmonger | "gi at 3" Off Bec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Woopways, Cucauss Aveget, Maryle’ ln, Builder 
April 28 at 11 Rankruptey bidgs, Cirey st 

Yourasoy, Eruet Lutax. Edgbaston. Innkeeper April 26 

at 12 Off Reo, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Baxwisree, Eowarp Paisxe, Bd ton, Clerk Ed t 


chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
Newhaven, Grocer April 28 


Normanton April 26 at 11 





Maworvitie, Hexry, Laurie Park rd, Fydenham, Director | Heptey, Waurer Eowarp Woodlesford. nr Leeds, Mining Pet Sept 10 Ord Aoril 8 


of a PublicCompany High Court Pet Mar27 Ord | 


April 14 | Hour, Grorck Artaur, Whalley Manchester, 
| 


Salesman April 24 at 11 


AnTIN, Atraep Epwarn, Morice Town, Devonport, 
chester 


Tronmonger Plymouth Pet April8 Ord April 14 


Engineer April 26 at11_ Off Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds | Banctay, Faepearck Wituam, Knightrider st, Mantle 


Manufacturer High Court Pet Mar 16 Ord April? 
Off Reo, m st, Man- | Buraess, Writram, Higher Broughton, Manchester, 
Builder Manchester Pet Mar 11 Ord April 14 


iler Makers 


a 
Monntsox, James, Portdinorwic, Carnarvon, Baker | Hortow, Wrortam Herway, Frepenrcx Groror Hortos, | Cuzco, Grorok, Manchester, Newssgent Manchester 
April l4 


Rangor Pet April 13 Ord April 13 
Muraay, Colonel Sir Fowanp Ronerr, Oakley st, Cheleea 
High Court Pet Dec 10 Ord April 14 Dud 


Paup ; ‘ 2 Tailor 
ENTIAL Paretina Co, Upner st, Tslington, Printers pepe oe Bn , Beaumont sq, a Makers April 27 at 12 | Dyxe, Joux Ewaar, St Ives, 
ley Ord A 4 
Token Dare, Mors Side, Lanos, Physician | Ges, Joux, Stoke Newington, Decorator Edmonton 
is 


High Court Pet Mar 22 Ord Avril 14 
Ricnannsow Tromas Wiuttam, Northwich, Draper Crewe | Lawrow, 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 


+ Pet April 14 Ord April 14 


and Artaur Hosgrow, Tipton, Staffs, Bo’ 
Avril 26 at 113) Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 


Riury Avril 24.at 11.90 Off 5 
IURY, Tomas. Barton on Trent, Staffs, Plumber Burton | Lea, Cuaates, Northampton, 
Off Reo, Bridge st, Northam: 


a 
C4 
> 
: 
4 


, Great Torrington, Devon, 
Pet hid Ord A u 
ont Tron Pet Fed 15 
Byrom st, Manchester Pet Mar 19 Ord Apri 


Innkeeper April 24 at 12 | Hepiey, Wactea Rowanp, Woodlesford, ar Leeds, Mining 
pton Leeds Pet April 8 Ord April 8 


on 
neer 
Risovr, Eewrar Heway, Watling st, Furrier High Court | Lerwine. Groner. Beeston, Notts, Raker April 27 at | Hopasow, Twowas Euaxvet Hurst, Moorgate st High 
Court 


et April 14 Ord April 14 1 


8 monger Truro Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

mane, Farprmox, Great Oakley, Rasex, Grover Col Leicester 

- chester Pet Aprili4 Ord April 14 Nicrou.s, James, Fountain, 

HOMAS, Heranéer Henry, King's Heath, Worcester, Coal 
Merchant Birmingham Pet Mar 26° Ord April l4~ 





R Off Reo, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
owe, Hewey Awrnowy Loxe, Helston, Cornwall, Iron. | Matpas, Frepearck Cnarurs, Leicester, Shoe Tool! Horpey, Wreuax Jowr 
Manufacturer April 26 at 12 Off Rec, Berridge st, Ord April 14 


Roadman April§26 at 19.80 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, | Jounsox, Wreviam Parken, I ampeter st, B 
Cardiff wercial Clerk High Court 


Pet Mar 1? Ord April 8 
Eastbourne Tunbridge Wells 





Jexxtx, Marra Rurzanere, Constantine, Co 0, Miller 
Aberkenfig, Glam, Colliery Truro Pet Aprill4 Ord April 4 





‘slineton, Com 
Pet Ma lS Onl April 8 




































































































































nn — ape wen np ~ nae Seeman mn yanyener 








460 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


April 24, 1909, 








Jones, Exxest, High rd. Wood Green, Boot Dealer Edmon™ | 


ton Pet Mar 25 Ord April 8 p 

Lesser, Janz, Hereford rd, Bayswater High Court Fet 
Feb 8 Ord April 14 . 

Lister, Eowrx, Littletown, Liversedge, Yorks, Carrier 
Dewsbury Pet April 14 Ord Apvil 14 

Morrison, James, Portdinorwic. Carnarvon, Baker Bangor 
Pet April 13 Ord April 13 

RicuAupson. Taomas Witiiam, Northwich, Draper Crewe 
Pet Aprili4 Ord April 14 

Birery, Taomas, Burton on Trent, Plumber Buiton on 
Trent Pet Aprili4 Ord April 14 

Rusorp, Eaxest Henry, Watling at, Furrier High Court 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Rowr, Henry Antnony Luxe, Helston, Cornwall, 
monger Truro Pet Apri! 14 Ord Aoril 4 

Suan, Frepericx, Gt Oakley, Essex, Grocer Co'chester 
Pet April 14 Ord April 14 

Turner. Dr Cuartes Ernest, Camberwell rd, Phys‘cian 
High Court Pet April8 Jan29 

Weseser, Wittram Ernest. Avonmouth, Bristol, Grocer 
Bristol Pet April14 Ord April 14 

Wi:1.14Mms, Toomas, Eglwysbach, Denbigh, Butcher Port- 
madoc Pet Apri! 15 Ord Aprill4 

Woopmay, Cuaaves Avpert, Marylebone ln, Builder High 
Court Pet April6 Ord April 6 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Mar 30: 
Sure.tps, Henry Taomas, Fulbam{Palace rd, Hammersmith» 
Public House Manager High,Court Pet Mar 27 Ord 
Feb 19 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 20, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asram, Isaac, Leeds, Furniture Dealer Leeds 
14 Ord April 14 

Barast. Faeperick Witwiam, Brixton, Music Hall Artist 
High Court Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Brooxs, A.rrep, Cresswell, Derby, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
April15 Ord April 15 

Buxw, Hersert Atrarp, Norwich, Hawker Pet April 
17. Ord April 17 

Cottos, Caartes Henry, Great Grimsby 
Mar 23 Ord April 15 

Damreier, CHartes Hassett, Capel, Kent, Farmer Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Evans, Horace, Bedminster, Bristol, Oil Dealer Bristol 
Pet April2 Ord April 15 

Fincu, Jony, Lincoln, Baker Lincoln Pet April 17 Ord 
April 1 ’ 

Fitzaeratp, Dora Mantz, Fulbam Palace rd, Fulham 
High Court Pet Mar 23 Ord April 16 

Frietcugr, A Moriey, London wall, Merchant High Court 
Pet Dec 13 Ord April 16 

Fow.gs, E D, Pall Mall East High Court 
Ord April 16 

Fraser, Arrxaxper, Queen’s gate, Manufacturer High 
Court Pet Mar 5 Ord April 16 

Gray, Ante. Huddersfield, Publican Dewsbury Pet 
April17 Ord April 17 


Tron- 


Pet April 


Lineoln Pet 


Laws, Epwarp Lvcrex, Brythen, Tenby, Pembroke Pem- 
broke Dock Pet Mar29 Ord April 16 

Lockxyrr, Eryest'Crcir, Slepe Farm, Morden. nr Ware- 
ham, Dorset, Farmer Poole Pet Mar 29 Ord April 15 

Lexwry, Samvuet, Titchfield. Hants, Baker Portsmouth 
Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Low'su, Martin, Scarborough, Farmer fcarborough Pet 
Mar 23 Ord April 15 

Massry, Joun Tuomas, Rawtenstal!, Lancs, Butcher Rech- 
dale Pet April 17- Ord April 17 

Morea, Francis, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery Labourer 
Aberdare Pet April 15 Ord April 15 

Pamseicx, Arsrrt, Southsea, Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Aprill14 Ord April 14 

Rorrkts. Jor, Tanshelf, Yorks, Grocer Wakefield Pet 
April 14 Ord April 14 


&Lack, Emriy, Wantage, Berks Oxford Pet Mar 22 Ord 


April 15 


Stack, Nevit Courtyry, Wantage, Berks, Licensed Vic- | 


tualler Oxford Pet Mar9 Ord April 15 
Smirx, Harry, Hollow Moor Heath, Barrow, Chester 
Farmer Chester Pet April14 Ord April 15 
Syoperass, ALrrep Epwarp, Ridgmount gdns. Gower st, 
Journalist High Court Pet April17 Ord April 17 
Wittrams, Joun, Argoedfawr, Talybont, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aberystwyth Pet April 16 Ord Avril16 
Winter, WatteER, Boscombe, Bournemouth, Sign Writer 
Poole Pet April15 Ord April 15 
Yarrs, Jegemran Eosert, Coventry, Motor Engineer 
Coventry Pet April 16 Ord April 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apram, Isaac, Leeds, Furniture Dealer April 28at11 Off 
Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Bers, Cuar.es Hewry, Birmingham, Aucticneer April 30 
* 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmin- 
2m 

Buecuors, Water Epcar Smethwick, Staffs, Tailor 
April 30 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Ciece, Grorcr, Manchester, Newsagent April 28 at 3.30 
Byrom st, Manchester 

Dyker, Jonny Ewart, 8t Ives, Cornwall May1 at 12 Off 

_ Ree, Old Miners Bank, Trnro 

Evans, Horacr, Bedminster, Bristol, Oil Dealer April 28 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Evatt, Epwarp Pratt, Waterbeach, Cambridge, Physician 
April 28 at 12 Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Firzceratrp, Dora Manet, Fulham Palace rd, Fulham 
April 30at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

F.ietcugr, A Moritey, London wall, Merchant April 30 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


| Fowres, ED, Pall Mall East April 30 at 1 Bankruptcy 


Pet Feb 18 


Grice, Gzorce Tuomas, Dunstable, Commission Agent | 


Luton Pet April15 Ord April 15 


Hacusg, Atrrep, Middlesbrough, Tripe Dresser Middles- 


brough Pet April14 Ord April 14 

Hoarz, Epwarp, Southall, Publican 
March 26 Ord April 17 

Jacos, Hagry, Northampton, Tobacconist Northampton 
Pet April 17 Ord April17 

Jones, Wit1tiam, Upper Farm, Kimbolton, Hereford, 
Farmer Leominster Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Joxxes, Witttam, Edmonton Edmonton Pet April 15 
Ord April 15 

Kessver, Jutivs Ruporr, Birmingham, Foreign Merchant 
Birmingham Pet Aprili7 Ord April 17 


Kxicut, Maco Louisa, Machynlleth, Montgomery, Hotel 


Keeper Aberystwyth Pet April17 Ord April 17 
Lasse, Witiiam, and Groror Lamise, Owston Ferry, 


Windsor Pet | 


Lines, Blacksmiths Lincoln Pet April 17 Ord 
April 17 | 
Lawkence, Eaxesr Witttam, Dover, Coal Merchant 


Canterbury Pet April15 Ord April 15 


bldgs, Carey st 

Fraser, ALEXANDER, Queen’s gate, Manufacturer May 3 
at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ganrsipg, Grorcr, Worksop, Notts. Ironmonger April 29 
at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Greaves, Witi1am, Crompton, Lancs, Furniture Dealer 
May 4at11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Harrizy, Wituiam Arruur, Manchester, Underclothing 
Manufacturer April 28 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

Houipay, Stepxey James, West Bromwich, Architect 
April 30 at 2.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Kise, Jossrpn Joun Hoary, Banwell, Somerset, Brewer 
April 28 at 12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Lawtow, Ernest, Blackley, Manchester. Cycle Dealer April 
29at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Laze.y, Atpert Epwiy, Headless Cross, nr Redditch, Cycle 
Frame Filer April 28 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Lenyry, Samusgt, Titchfield, Hants, Baker April 28 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Listzr, Epwix, Littletown, Liversedge, Yorks, Carrier, 
April 30 at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury 

Lockyer, Ernest Crcrt, Morden, nr Wareham, Doreet, 
Farmer April 29 at 2 Curtis & Son, 42, Station rd 


Poole 








Manpevittz, Henry, Laurie Park rd, Sydenham Apri 
29at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Magquape, Witt1am Epson, Sheffield, Joiner April 29 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Martin, AtFrepD Epwarp, Morice Town, vonport, 
Ironmonger April 30 at 12 7, Buckland ter, Ply- 
mouth 

Morcax, Francis, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery 
Labourer April 29 at 11 Off Rec, Post Ottice chmbra, 
Pontypridd 

Moss, Witt1am Henry, Bournbrook, Worcester, Baker 
April 29 at 11.30 Ruskio chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Murray, Colonel Sir Epwarp Roserr, Oakley st, Chelsea 
April 29 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Perrns, Ronert, Buckley, Flint, Builder April 30 at 12 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

PHILBaick, ALBERT, Southsea, Hants, April 28 at4 Of 
Rc, Cambridge junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Ricnarrsow, Tromas Witt1am, Northwich, Draper Apri] 
28 at 2.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Risopr, Ernest Henry, Watling st, Furrier April 28 gt 
1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roserts, Joz, Tanshelf, Yorks, Grocer 
Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Ryrcrort, Wituram, Tomas Artsur Brappury, and 
Josrera# Tuomas Jacksoy, Manchester, ‘Timber Mer- 
chants April 28 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SuEprerson. Grorcr, West 7% Notts April 28 at 
11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Syowpen, Witu1aM James, West Bridgford, Notts, Fruit 


April 28 at 11 


Merchant April 29at3 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 
Sreveys. Artnur Ernest, Breaston, Derby, Hawker 


April 29 at 11.30 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Txcx, Jonn, Winshill, Derby, Boot Maker April 28 at ig 
Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Tsowas, Hersert Henry. King’s Heath, Worcester, Coal 
Merchant April 28 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 

Wesser, Wiiuiam Ernest. Bristol, Grocer April 23 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Wuire James, Rochdale, Lancs, Estate Agent April 30 
at 11.30 Townhall, Rochdale 

Winter, Water, Boscombe. Bournemouth, Sign Writer 
April 29 at 2.30 Messrs Curtis & Son, 42, Station rd, 

‘oole 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asram, Isaac, Leeds, Furniture Dealer Leeds 
14 Ord April 14 

Barozinsky, Haney, Kew Gardens, Clerk Wandsworth 
Pet Aprilé Ord April 16 

Barant, Freperick Witu1AM, Hackford rd, Brixton, Music 
Hall Artist High Court Pet April17 Ord April 17 

Brooxs, AL¥rrp, Cresswell, Derby, Grocer Sheffield Pet 
April 15 Ord April 15 


Pet April 


| Brown, Tuomas, Upton on Severn, Worcester, Grocer 





Woreester Pet Mar30 Ord April 16 

Buny, Hersert AtreeD, Norwich, Hawker Norwich Pet 
April 17 Ord April 17 

Crakk, Drayson Water, Upper st, 
High Court Pet Mar 22 Ord April 1 

Dampier, Cnartes Hassert, Capel, Kent, Fermer Tum 
bridge Wells Pet April 16 Ord April 16 

Fixon, Joun, Lincoln, Baker Lincoln Pet April 17 Ord 
April 17 

Gray, Axnie, Huddersfield, Publican Dewsbury Pet 
April17 Ord April 17 

Grice, Gzorce Tsomas, Dunstable, Beds, 
Agent Luton Pet April15 Ord April 15 

Hacur, Atraep, Middlesbrough, Tripe Dresser Middles- 
brough Pet Aprili4 Ord April 14 

Hitt, C H Bourne, Threadneedle st High Court Pet 
June 11 Ord April 16 


slington, Printer 
6 


Commission 


| Lowisn, Marrts, Scarborough, Farmer April 30 at 4 Off | Jacon, Harry, Northampton, Tobacconist Northampton 


Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough | 


Pet April 17 Ord April 17 
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Jauns, ——— Wimbledon Kingston, Surrey Ord 
A 


Jones, a Upper Farm, Kimbolton, Hereford, 
Farmer Leominster Pet April16 Ord April 16 

Jonze, —_— Edmonton Edmonton Pet April 15 Ord | 
A 







ths Lincoln Pet April 17 Ord 


Wittiam, Dover, Coal Merchant | 
pril15 Ord april 15 | 

Northampton Pet Mar 19 
RTIX, Pretberengh, Farmer 


a yen 3 Ord April 1 Sinihestadts | 


Maras, FrepgRIcK Cuanza, ~~ Shoe Tool Manu- 
facturer Leicester Pet April 16 Mar 25 

Maamix, Atrazp Epwarp, Morice Town, Devonport, 
Ironmonger Plymouth PetApril17 Ord April 8 
Massey, Joun Tuomas, Rawtenstall, 
MasMochdale Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

Morcax, Francis, Mountain Ash, Glam, Colliery Labourer 

aberdare Pet April 15 Ord’ April 15 

Parprick, ALBERT, we Hants Portsmouth Pet 
Aprili4 Ord April 1 

Roserts, Jog, Panshelf, ‘Works, Grocer Wakefield Pet 
April 14 Ora April 14 

furrs, Harry, poe Seater, Farmer Chester Pet 
Aprili4 Ord April 1 

ag ALFsED Rowan, Ridgmount gdns, Gower st, 
Journalist High Court Pet Apml17 Ord ‘April 17 

Broxe, Senreats 8t David’s, RS O Pembroke Dock Pet 
Pet Mar 10 O:d April 16 

Tuomas, HERBERT a ay Birmingham, — Merchant 
Birmingham Pet Mar 26 Ord April 17 

Wairz, Witiiam Joun, Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet Mar 


LamixG, Basia, and Grorece Lamixe, Owston Perey, | 
Lines, Blacksmi 








April 17 
Lawzexce, Ernest 
Can'erbury P Pet A 
Lz, gery  apocaieam 








ces, Butcher 
















Winter, Water, Boscombe, Repent, Sign Writer 
Poole Pet April15 Ord April 15 
Yarzs, Jexemian Eapert, Coventry, Motor Engineer | 
Coventry Pet Aprili6é Ord April 16 













application. 


LIFE 


INTERESTS 





REVERSIONS 





(Absolute or Contingent) 


PURCHASED. 
Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 





Upon Security of Life Interests, Reversions, &c. 


MORTGAGES 


Upon first-class business or residential property considered. 


BUSINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


_STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 











23 Ord April 17 + ° 
WiuaMs, Joux, Argoedfawr, Talybont, natigan, Farmer Proposal Form SOCI ETY Assets : 
Aberystwyth Pet April 16 Ord April16 on ’ 
£6,500,000 


82, Moorgate Street, E.C. 
J. DOUGLAS WATSON, F.1.A., Manager and Actuary. 


























Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Sonicirors’ JOURNAL AND 









WEEKLY REPORTER, 268.; by post, 283.; 
Foreign, 30s. 4d. 
Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; hal/ 






law calf, 5s. 6d. 












Eutwest on Loess any Pe | be Oa 


H 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 


ow 
4 ee, 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 

INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835, CAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 
(Estasiiseepd 1828), 
| Nene ey tae eae cael a ~3 ig} 
yen \aseey oon these Securities. . 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 































CHARLES P, JOHNSON, 


snopes WILLIAM BELL, Esq. 
H. D, BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson). 
L. C, *CHOLMELEY Pa (Frere, Cholmeley, & Co. ). 
E. F. B, CHURCH, Hog, (Chareh, Ads Adams, 
F. E. E. FAREBROT Fladgate & Co.). 
Sir WILLIAM — VARESR (formerly 4 gg & Co.). 
Cc, W. GRAHAM . (Lawrence, Grahem 
W. A. T. , Esq. (Hallowes, Carter, & Ellis). 
EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd Brodie, & Hart). 
E, CARLETON’ BOLMEs, Es 

p Bol & Bo 


er "{hee, Bolton, eT), 
" we & Co,) 
FREDERICK MORGAN, Esq., J.P. (Saxton & Morgan). 


SOLICITOR—S, HARRISON (C0. & 8. Harrison & Co.). 












(E. ‘Catieton Holmes, Son, & Fell). 


Esq., 














DIRECTORS— 


Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson, Patterson, & Freeland). 
Vice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & Raymond-Barker). 


WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), 


RONALD PEAKE, 
RICHARD PENNING’ 
THOMAS RAWLE, Eaq 


. (Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co.). 
IN, Esq., J.P. (Pennington & Son). 
- ( wie, Johnstone, & Co.). 


E. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton, & Wigram). 
GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembervons). 

e Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, 
J. P. TATHAM, Esq. (Ta‘ & i. 
R. W. TWEEDIE, (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie). 
W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.). 
Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White). 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead, & Davidsons). 


, Esq. (formerly of Newman, Paynter, & Co.). 


ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Williams & James). 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE, 





This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst 
enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 

Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 
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REEHOLD and LEASEHOLD HOUSES, 
SHOPS, ESTATES, GROUND. RENTS, FARMS, 
UILDING LAND, &o,, WANTE 
SALE, NO CHARGE of ANY KIND. 
MORTGALES Arranged on HOUSES, SHOPS, 
BeraTm, and BEVEBSIONS-— Interest 34 to 44 per 


no” ‘PRELIMINARY FEES.—NO ADVANCE, NO 
CHARGS. 


C. Hamitton, 33, Tower-chambers, Moorgate-street, 
London, E.C. 


REEHOLD BARGAIN.—Two Shops, to 


pay 9 per cent. ; Faversham, Kent; both let told 
tenants, one on lease; rents £78; £300 for quick sale; 
money urgently needed, — 0. Haitror, 33, Tower- 
chambers, Moorgate-street, London, E.0, 


jf OFTGAGES of ANY AMOUNT 
Promptly ARRANGED— 
Interest 3} to 44 per Cent. per An 
On HOUSES, SHOPS, ESTATES, REVERSIONS, 
ANNUITIES, &c, 
NO PRELIMINARY xii -NO ADVANCE, NO 








C. Hamittror, 33, Tower-chamters, Moorgate-street, 
‘London, 3 





JSeeeoLD oe LAND FOR 


{Over 150 acres, West Tuiniiesex, near London. 
Only £69 per acre. NO RESTRICTIONS WHATEVER. 
Some vi'las built. Gentlemen’s residences adjacent. 
C, Hamunaor, 33, — — Moorgate-street, 

mdon, B.C, 


HE ROYAL NORMAL COLLEG 


oe 4@nd.. 
ACADEMY OF MUSIC for the BLIND, 
Upper Norwood, $.E. 


Patrons: Their Most Gracious Majesties 
THE KING AND QUEEN. 











OBJECT :—So to educate the Blind as to rre- 
pare them for self-maintenance. 


RESULTS :—80 t» 90 per cent. of those com- 
pleting their course of training 
go out into the world and become 
successful, self-supporting men 
and women. 


NEEDS:—Funds needed to meet current 
expenses, and to pay off a mort- 
gage of £15,090. 


SOLICITS :—Subscriptions, Donations, and 
TESTAMENTARY BEQUESTS. 


CONTRIBUTIONS :—May be sent to the Right 
Hon. LORD STALBRIDGE, Hon. 
Treasurer, at the College ; or the 
Bankers— Messrs. BARCLAY & Co., 
1, Pall Mall East, 8.W. 





N ORTGAGE ADVANCES. — WANTED, 
t the ee at 43 or 4 per cent. :— 
t on long lease. Valued at £5,500. 
Lease 90 ST 
#1,660 on House and Premises, Tollington-park 
21. 200, £750, and £450 on Freehold Houses at Luton 


eae and £1.00 on Freehold Honses at Torquay, 
evon. 
£95,000 on THR¥E BLOCKS of City Offices near 
Fencburch- street, E.C- 
C. Hamttror, 33, Tower chambers, Moorgite-street, 
London, E.C, 


ORTGAGE SECURITIES Required by 

Trustees for Fund of £8,000 at 4 per cent. (could 

he civided); only good well-let property eatertained.— 

Fall pay ticulars ia first instance to the Surveyors, Messrs. 
Seier & Co,, 34, Old Jewry, B.C, 


£9 to £1,000; interest 2s. 6d. in the £ 
for agreed period. —W. Jackson, 70, Piymouth- 
grove, Manchester. 


L800 A YEAR WANTED by ex-Army 

Officer, aged 30; hard worker; Varsity 
education ; fluent Fre nch ; rome knowledge of Law, and 
gocd general Business experience ; who offers his s¢ rviccs 
and £7,000 to any thoroughly sound established business, 
with fair security for Debentures More morey available 
later. Only Principals of their Solicitors apply Frstiwa 
Leyrz, 8, Upper George-street, Brysntton-square, 
London, W. 














1 PER CENT. INVESTMENT from a 

2 noble Block of Buildings yielding £540 per annum 
from established tradesmen on full repairing leases.—E. 
& 8. Smita, 78, Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds. 





TO SOLICITORS, Anoarraors, ESTATE 
& 
EDHILL.—Ground Floor Offices, finest 


position in Redhill, corner main thoroughfare ; 
close to station ; three rooms, strong room, lavatory, 
&c.; rert £100,.— Particulars of Nicno1as Denver & Co. 9 
43, Pall Mall, 8.W. 





AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 
—All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 
ovens. Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 
for List, New Books at Ft cent. Discount. Sent 

on BOOKS sabe W. & G. Foye, 135, 
Charing Croae-roed, W.C. 


A IONIC FOR THE FEET,—For all 
Relaxed, Tender, Swollen Conditions of the Feet 
PEDESTRINE gives instant relief. It allays inflamma- 
tion and the painful smarting that keeps you in perpetual 
discomfort. A trial will convince. 1s, 3d. and 2s. 6d., 
post free.— Maxseat & Co., 704, Basinghall-etreet, B.C. 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep tx THe Rerew or Wittiam & Mary, 1689. 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS, TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY 
Every requisite under the above Act lied on the 
shortest notice. “ihe 3 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Suare CERTIFICATES, be tao pa &c., aved and 
printed, OrriciaL Szaus d poe hee 


Solicitors’ Staaan Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Berjeants’ Inn), 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S 

MYSTERIES, St. George’s Hall, W.—Daily at 3 and 
8. Mr. David Devant with new series of illusions, 
inclading Beau Brocade; Houston’s Chinese Magic; Mr. 
H. M. Hemsley in Studies of Children ; Mr. Ernest 
Hastings in Humour and Music at the Piano; and, even- 
in gs ont Mr. Maskelyne’s Comedy of Marvels, The 
Philosopher's Diamond, Seats 1s. to 5s, Children half- 
price to matinées only. ’Phone 1545 Mayfair. 








ACCIDENTS or am kinas, 


SICKNESS, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 


INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE CO., 


Capital (fully subscribed) £1,000,000. 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Claims paid £5,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 





HOMES FOR LITTLE BO 


Farningham and Swaniey, Ként, 


‘MANKIND IN THE MAKING.” q 
The work of this Institution is in great ne 
of Financial Support, and the Committeg 


EARNESTLY PLEADS FOR 
SUBSCRIPTIONS, DONATIONS & LEGAGIE 


500 Orphan and Destitute Lads are 
being maintained, educated, and 
taught the rudiments of useful trades, 
EDMUND 8. HANBURY, Era, 
Chairman and u 
J. DIX-LEWIS, Esq, J.P., Vice-Chairman, 
PERCY ROBERTS, Secretary. 


100, Temple Chambers, Temple Av., London, £. 














ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL? 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (incorporated) 


LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C. 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD, | 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 4 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 

Help in Legacies and Donatic 
towards the Purchase of Free 
would be gratefully acknowled, 

£7,500 required. 


intendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN 








R " Sv 
Secretary Dp 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT 
SANATORIUM. : 
FOR CENTLEMEN ——— FROM INEBRIETY O08 . 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. : 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts, 
Two Resident Physicians. * 
Terms 1} to 3; Quineas. } mile from Station, @.& 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Adé 
‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORE 


INEBRIETY. 








MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 

Motes! Attendant : te SEVESTRE, 

. (Camb.). Principal: H. RILEY, Asooe. 


of a= Thirty a ‘Experience 
Stay of and odical References. For terms and p 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
Teteararuic Appaess: “ MEDICAL, LET ORSTERM | 





Treatment of INEBGRIETY. 


DALRYM PLE HOUSE 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c., apply to 
2 F's D. D. HOGG, MB.O8., , &0u4 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTs. 





SOLICITORS’ DEED BOXE 
Prices from 6/6 each, 


Mtastrated List Free on applicat 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


191 & 192, PLEET STREET, LONDON, E.G 








